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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 THE BOWERY AND WOOD MEAD AREA  
(FRENCHAY AND STOKE PARK WARD)  

 
DATE: 6 July 2017   
 
 
Purpose of Report 
 

1. To consider objections received following the statutory advertisement of the proposed 
waiting restrictions in The Bowery and Wood Mead area.  

 
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. There is a history of correspondence from residents raising concerns about inconsiderate 
and obstructive parking. The area is close to UWE so suffers from overspill parking from 
UWE.  

 
The Issues 
 

4. UWE has agreed to fund a review the parking and waiting restrictions in the residential 
development known as The Bowery and Wood Mead area. 

The council has identified measures to improve vehicle flow and protect access for vehicles 
(including the emergency services). 
 

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

 
 
 
Consultation - 
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6. Public consultation of the initial proposals was undertaken twice and is summarised below:- 

 
Consultation part 1 from 22nd February to 14th March 2016 - The online consultation 
drawing for The Bowery and Wood Mead was viewed a total of 156 times. There were 22 
individuals and organisations that responded to the consultation.  Responses to the 
proposed scheme were inconclusive, with 9 supporting the proposal and 12 not supporting 
the proposal. In light of the low response rate (14%) and the inconclusive outcome of the 
consultation a further consultation was undertaken. 
 
Consultation part 2 – from 18th April to 9th May 2016 - The online consultation drawing for 
The Bowery and Wood Mead was viewed a total of 91 times. There were 38 individuals and 
organisations that responded to the consultation. The Council proposed four different 
options as follows: 
 
Option 1: Replace only the existing white advisory "keep clear" markings already in place 
with a No waiting at any time restriction (double yellow lines). 
 
Option 2: Similar to option 1, but with more restrictions to provide enhanced protection of 
access to resident's properties, private roads and junctions. This would also improve 
access for emergency and refuse vehicles, whilst still retaining some uncontrolled parking 
on-street. 
 
Option 3: No waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) in the same locations as 
option 2 with all remaining on-street parking controlled by limited waiting bays.  
There were 2 options given for the hours of control: 
1. Mon -Fri, 10am - 12 noon and 2pm - 4pm, 1 hour maximum stay, no return within 2 hours 
2. Mon - Fri, 10am - 4pm, 2 hours maximum stay, no return in 4 hours 
 
Option 4: No waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) in the same locations as 
options 2/3 with all remaining kerbside parking controlled by a no waiting restriction 
operating during prescribed hours (single yellow lines).  
There were 2 options given for the hours of control: 
1. No waiting  Mon - Fri 10am - 12 noon and 2pm - 4pm 
2. No waiting  Mon - Fri, 10am - 4pm 
 
Respondents were asked which option they would prefer to be implemented. The preferred 
option was option 3 and option 2 for the hours of control.  

 
7. The advertised proposals consist of:- 

 No waiting at any time restrictions with all remaining on street parking controlled by limited 
waiting, hours of control – Monday to Friday, 10am to 4pm, 2 hours, no return within 4 
hours. 

  in:- 

o Wood Mead 

o Long Down Avenue (parts) 

o Bushy Leas 

o Platts Wood 

o Little Stoney Leas 

o Tinding Drive  
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o East Fields Road  

A plan showing the proposals is shown in Appendix B. 

 
8. The proposals were advertised from 3 May to 27 May 2017 

 
9. Responses received are as follows:- 

Received 2 objections, 5 comments in support and 2 other comments.  

The responses are summarised in Appendix A. 
 
Options 
 

10. There are two options for how to proceed:- 
 

 Implement the scheme as advertised 

 Abandon the scheme 
 

Financial Implications (includes tax implications such as VAT) 
 

11. The proposed waiting restriction works will cost around £10,000 and this scheme is within 
the Environment and Community Services capital programme for 2017/18.  The scheme 
was funded by a contribution from UWE.  

 

Peter Tovey, Financial Reporting Manager 
 01454 865154. 
 
Legal Implications 
 

11. 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 
 

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

13. 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 
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14. The proposed restrictions should provide a safer and more social environment for the 
community in and around The Bowery and Wood Mead.  

 
Mark Pullin, Strong, Safer Communities Manager 
 01454 868480.  
Economic Implications 
 

15. There are no direct economic implications arising from this report or the recommendation.  
 
Antony Merritt, Strategic Economic Developments Manager  
 01454 863645. 
 

Equality Impact Assessment 
 

16. 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.  

 
17. 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 
 

18. There are no privacy issues. 
 
Mark Shearman, Senior Engineer, Design & Operations Team, Streetcare 
 01454 863601 
 
Risks, Mitigations & Opportunities 
 

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

Other Implications 
 

20. There are no other significant implications for the council. 
 
Local Members 
 

21. Following circulation of the report the local members have commented as follows:- 
 
I should declare that, while I might be considered to have an interest in this scheme, as my 
daughter lives within its environs, this is tempered by the fact that the great majority of my visits to 
the area are on foot!  (Cllr Trevor Jones) 
 
We thank residents, Highways Officers and the UWE Community Liaison Team for their continued 
contributions during the lengthy development of this scheme. 
 
We also thank the University of the West of England for their sponsorship of the scheme, which 
facilitated its accelerated introduction, long before Council funding might have been anticipated. 
 
We note the options made available to residents and the preferred option chosen based on 
residential responses. 
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We also note that the scheme of restriction, two hours parking maximum, no return within four 
hours, closely resembles that introduced for the drop-off bays outside Wallscourt Farm Academy, 
albeit the period of restriction at the latter site is longer to protect 7 day access to the community 
facilities attached to the school. 
 
In similar fashion, within the Wood Mead phase the opportunity was taken to address persistent 
parking problems reported to the Council, especially those which adversely affected refuse 
collection, 
 
While we recognise, based on our previous experience of developing waiting restriction schemes, 
that one cannot expect 100% agreement to any scheme we concur with Officer comments that the 
impact of the scheme on residential amenity has been mitigated as far as is possible.  
 
We therefore support the recommendation that the waiting restriction scheme is 
implemented as advertised. 
 
Councillors Trevor Jones and Bob Pullin 
 
 
Conclusions 
 

22. Whist we recognise that the scheme has received a number of objections officers have 
worked with members and other stakeholders to mitigate the impact of the scheme and 
therefore given the benefit to the community it is recommended that the scheme is 
implemented as advertised 

 
Decision 
 

1. Both the local members and officers see value in progressing the proposed restrictions.  It 
is therefore recommended that the proposed waiting restrictions in The Bowery and Wood 
Mead area should be implemented as advertised. 

2. That the Head of Legal Governance and Democratic Services be authorised to seal the 
Traffic Regulation Orders. 

3. That the objectors are informed accordingly. 
 

Decision of the Director of Environment and Community Services 
 
I make the decision as recommended having been advised and taken account of all 
relevant factors.  
 

Signed:   
 
 
 
Steve Evans   06/07/2017 
 
 
Departmental Contact 
Mark Shearman, Senior Engineer, Design & Operations Team, Streetcare 
 01454 863601 
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Background Papers 
Responses to the advertisement of traffic regulation orders  
Statement of reasons 
Feedback statement and summary of comments to consultation 
 
Appendices 
Appendix A - Summary of objections 
Appendix B – Drawing number; T429-617-08-C 
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APPENDIX A – STATUTORY OBJECTIONS 
 

Objectors comments Officers comments 
 
Statutory objections 
 

 

 
Objection to the scheme on grounds of the 
following:- 

 

Objection 1 
 
I am writing regarding the proposed parking measures 
for the Bowery area of Cheswick Village. 
 
I have been a resident here for 6 years and have had 
problems with parking pretty much since the roads were 
built and opened up. This was initially UWE students 
parking during the day to attend lectures but, since the 
halls of residence have been built next to us, our streets 
are now clogged up permanently with cars of the 
students living in those halls, along with some who may 
manage to find a space for the day. We have been 
made promise after promise to get this sorted and now 
action is finally being taken we are looking forward to 
having our streets back. 
 
That said, however, I am infuriated at the narrow-
mindedness of the Council on this matter. Because it 
has taken so long to reach this point, we no longer have 
the option of residential parking permits because all the 
residents have access to off-street parking. Whilst I 
understand this being a sensible exclusion most of the 
time, most people do not live right next to a university 
and so suffer the problems that we do. Instead, the 
plans that have been proposed will provide NOWHERE 
at all for genuine visitors to park. I live in a large 4-bed 
detached house with provision for 2 cars to park (a 
garage and a single driveway). It is not unreasonable to 
expect the occupiers of such a house to have 2 cars 
themselves, and therefore begs the question where our 
visitors are supposed to park when they come to visit? 
To expect our guests to have to keep going out every 2 
hours to hunt for another space on another street is 
ludicrous. The terms that have been put on these (very 
limited) spaces seem to be perfect for students 
attending lectures - exactly the people who have 
caused the problem in the first place. 
 
Although I am desperate to not have to make multiple 
shunts to get on and off my own driveway, and to be 
sure that I can actually get to it in the first place through 
the maze of parked cars, plus be able to safely walk my 
children along the pavement, I would also like my 
visitors to be able to park in the relatively near vicinity of 
my house for the entirety of their stay. Furthermore, I 
strongly believe that overly restrictive measures being 
proposed will devalue our property and make it difficult 
to sell when we wish to move. 

Thank you for your comments.  
During the second consultation that took place 
from 18th April to 9th May 2016 four different 
options were given and option 3 and 4 also 
gave the opportunity to choose between 2 
different times of control. Letters were sent to 
every house within the area as well as notices 
posted on street for the duration of the 
consultation inviting people to respond to the 
consultation and give their opinion on which 
option and control times they thought would be 
best for the area. The responses received 
indicated that option 3 was the preferred 
option with the control times of Monday to 
Friday, 10am to 4pm, max stay 2 hours, no 
return within 4 hours.  
More information from the second consultation 
and why these options were chosen can be 
found on the Councils consultation website by 
following this link: 
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.t
i/The_Bowery_WR_Part2/consultationHome  

https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/The_Bowery_WR_Part2/consultationHome
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/The_Bowery_WR_Part2/consultationHome
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Objection 2 
I am writing in relation to the notices placed along 
Woodmead Bristol and other areas of Cheswick BS16. 
 
I am very concerned and object to the proposal for 
increased parking restrictions in Cheswick particularly 
on Woodmead where I live. 
Woodmead in particular already has significant parking 
restrictions in place where the vast majority are 
allocated spaces for residents and clearly marked. This 
is never abused and I have yet to find anyone else 
other than my wife parking in my space in the 6 years 
we have lived on Woodmead. 
 
I appreciate other areas of Cheswick may have 
problems with non residents parking in their spaces but 
I assure you this is not a problem in Woodmead. 
The few visitors spaces and available parking spaces 
are greatly needed. Visitors, friends and family often 
visit for longer than 2 hours and your proposals to 
double yellow line the area is completely unnecessary. 
 
Would a permit system not work better where free 
spaces could be occupied and visitors display a permit? 

Thank you for your comments.  
 A resident permit scheme was not offered as 
the Council policy is to offer a permit scheme 
when “Normally, 50% of dwellings have no off 
street parking, i.e. a garage and/or driveway 
available for one or more vehicles”.  (The term 
“Normally” was inserted so that in the event 
that an area falls just above the 50% it could 
still be considered.) The Bowery/Wood Mead 
area significantly exceeds the policy 
stipulation. 

 

Support comments Officers comments 

 
Support for the scheme on grounds of the 
following:- 

 

Support 1 
I am fully in support of the long-awaited parking 
restriction proposed on the Bowery, Cheswick.  
I still believe that a residents' parking scheme would 
have been the best solution; I am concerned that our 
visitors will still be unable to park. However, I do not 
wish this situation to be held up any further and I hope 
that this proposal will be pushed though during the 
course of the summer, so we are not faced with 
continued problems come the start of the new 
academic year in September.  
I hope that the council have put aside enough 
resources to be able to effectively police this; we find 
that the students do not take much notice of the yellow 
lines we currently have in place. 

Thank you for your comments.  
A resident permit scheme was not offered as 
the Council policy is to offer a permit scheme 
when “Normally, 50% of dwellings have no off 
street parking, i.e. a garage and/or driveway 
available for one or more vehicles”.  (The term 
“Normally” was inserted so that in the event 
that an area falls just above the 50% it could 
still be considered.) The Bowery/Wood Mead 
area significantly exceeds the policy 
stipulation. 
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.  

 

Support 2 
I have reviewed the proposed changes to Parking 
restrictions in Long Down Avenue and the surrounding 
roads and write to confirm that I fully support the 
proposals that the council have put forward.  
 
As a resident of 193 Long Down avenue for over 5 
years I have been affected on a daily basis by 
inconsiderate student parking. I can see the merit in 
introducing the parking restrictions and hope that this 
will drastically reduce long term occupancy of the 
parking bays on Long Down Avenue.  

Thank you for your comments.  

  



ECS34/2017 

 
If the parking restrictions are enforced appropriately this 
will hopefully ensure that Students from the UWE use 
the on campus parking provided. 

Support 3 
This comes at a much needed time when residents of 
little stony have truly had enough of it being used as 
both a short and long stay car park.  I have no 
objections to the lines and bays and just hope that is 
something that will be observed and tickets handed out 
to those in breach of these conditions.  I would also like 
to put forward the suggestion of longer hours to 
discourage those students living in halls from parking 
overnight.  As this is becoming an anti-social issue with 
students sleeping in cars urinating in public and 
showing no consideration to actual residents when 
returning or parking vehicles (poorly)  late at night.  I 
would have preferred residents only parking as I truly 
believe that this would be the only way to iradicate the 
issue completely,  Especially when several properties 
are now being let to students with multiple vehicles.  I 
think uwe also need to do more with regards to the 
students in halls having vehicles full stop.   

Thank you for your comments.  
During the second consultation that took place 
from 18th April to 9th May 2016 four different 
options were given and option 3 and 4 also 
gave the opportunity to choose between 2 
different times of control. Letters were sent to 
every house within the area as well as notices 
posted on street for the duration of the 
consultation inviting people to respond to the 
consultation and give their opinion on which 
option and control times they thought would be 
best for the area. The responses received 
indicated that option 3 was the preferred 
option with the control times of Monday to 
Friday, 10am to 4pm, max stay 2 hours, no 
return within 4 hours.  
More information from the second consultation 
and why these options were chosen can be 
found on the Councils consultation website by 
following this link: 
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.t
i/The_Bowery_WR_Part2/consultationHome  
A resident permit scheme was not offered as 
the Council policy is to offer a permit scheme 
when “Normally, 50% of dwellings have no off 
street parking, i.e. a garage and/or driveway 
available for one or more vehicles”.  (The term 
“Normally” was inserted so that in the event 
that an area falls just above the 50% it could 
still be considered.) The Bowery/Wood Mead 
area significantly exceeds the policy 
stipulation. 

Support 4 
Whilst broadly supportive of any measures to reduce 
parking in the Bowery area of Cheswick Village, I feel 
this proposal fails in one of its main aims – “The 
purpose of the scheme is to prevent parking to maintain 
access for residents, their visitors”.  
 
I am not sure how restricting parking to 2 hours 
between 10am and 4pm Monday to Friday is going to 
assist visitors, especially those who are visiting people 
for more than 2 hours. This is just going to be 
inconvenient. 
 
Secondly as this order is restricted to the Bowery, are 
you not just moving the issue to elsewhere in the 
village? 
 
Surely the actual solution is to introduce a residents 
parking zone? The council has already approved one in 
principle for match days when the UWE stadium is built. 
It must be possible to extend the days of operation of 
that and bring the implementation forward? 

Thank you for your comments.  
During the second consultation that took place 
from 18th April to 9th May 2016 four different 
options were given and option 3 and 4 also 
gave the opportunity to choose between 2 
different times of control. Letters were sent to 
every house within the area as well as notices 
posted on street for the duration of the 
consultation inviting people to respond to the 
consultation and give their opinion on which 
option and control times they thought would be 
best for the area. The responses received 
indicated that option 3 was the preferred 
option with the control times of Monday to 
Friday, 10am to 4pm, max stay 2 hours, no 
return within 4 hours.  
More information from the second consultation 
and why these options were chosen can be 
found on the Councils consultation website by 
following this link: 
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.t
i/The_Bowery_WR_Part2/consultationHome  

https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/The_Bowery_WR_Part2/consultationHome
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/The_Bowery_WR_Part2/consultationHome
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/The_Bowery_WR_Part2/consultationHome
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/The_Bowery_WR_Part2/consultationHome
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A resident permit scheme was not offered as 
the Council policy is to offer a permit scheme 
when “Normally, 50% of dwellings have no off 
street parking, i.e. a garage and/or driveway 
available for one or more vehicles”.  (The term 
“Normally” was inserted so that in the event 
that an area falls just above the 50% it could 
still be considered.) The Bowery/Wood Mead 
area significantly exceeds the policy 
stipulation. 
The zone that was approved for the stadium 
was not a residents parking zone it was an 
event parking scheme which would only 
operate on match days. Council policy does 
not allow a residents parking zone in this area 
as explain above.  

Support 5 
Thank you for updating me on the proposed waiting 
restrictions in the Bowery development. Inconsiderate 
parking by students at UWE and visitors to MOD Abbey 
Wood has been a longstanding problem and the current 
parking free-for-all means that large emergency 
services vehicles would struggle to access some areas 
of the estate. I fully support the proposed restrictions 
which would still allow genuine visitors to estate 
residents to park at weekends / evenings. I trust that 
once introduced they are properly enforced by SGC / 
ASP 

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.  
 

 

Other comments Officers comments 

 
Other for the scheme:- 

 

Comment 1 
While I believe these proposals will be helpful in one 
respect. I also am wanting to know if this will affect 
people who live in this road and wish to park on their 
road.  
 
I am the third car owner within my household and we 
only have two allocated parking spaces. I manage to 
park on the road opposite my house. So, will this new 
proposal include parking permits for residents as I will 
have nowhere to park otherwise. 

Thank you for your comments.  
No this proposal does not include any 
permits for residents.  
A resident permit scheme was not offered 
as the Council policy is to offer a permit 
scheme when “Normally, 50% of dwellings 
have no off street parking, i.e. a garage 
and/or driveway available for one or more 
vehicles”.  (The term “Normally” was 
inserted so that in the event that an area 
falls just above the 50% it could still be 
considered.) The Bowery/Wood Mead area 
significantly exceeds the policy stipulation. 
 

Comment 2 
As a resident of woodmead for more than five years I 
am frustrated at the increased parking ‘terms’ being 
imposed. 
Since the time restrictions have been imposed on Long 
Down Avenue outside of the primary school we have 
increasingly found it challenging to find car parking for 
friends and family that visit us. Over weekends we are 
unable to have people to stay due to over aggressive 
times on the parking bays outside of the school (Walls 
court farm primary) (These are now fully empty from 
5pm on weekdays and empty all weekends due to 

Thank you for your comments.  
A resident permit scheme was not offered 
as the Council policy is to offer a permit 
scheme when “Normally, 50% of dwellings 
have no off street parking, i.e. a garage 
and/or driveway available for one or more 
vehicles”.  (The term “Normally” was 
inserted so that in the event that an area 
falls just above the 50% it could still be 
considered.) The Bowery/Wood Mead area 
significantly exceeds the policy stipulation. 



ECS34/2017 

overly strong parking restrictions and result in wasted 
parking space). We also have very little visitor parking 
on this woodmead site already. We are now unable to 
invite family or friends to visit or stay over as parking is 
such an issue as you cannot leave a car more than just 
a couple of hours. We have family and friends from 
other parts of the country who struggle to visit by other 
means than car for many reasons. Car parking 
proposals and rules put in place are simply making 
living in this area untenable. 
 
Cars have parked on the corners of woodmeads cross 
roads without issue for five years. Proposals would lose 
in affect, 4 car parking spaces on these corners. 
Having further time imposed bays at the entrance to 
woodmead also does not allow friends or family to visit 
for more than 2 hours. This is affecting the way people 
live and communicate. 
 
Before changes are made to woodmead it would be 
great for the council and university to look further in to 
the wasted parking area outside of the long down 
avenue primary school as simply people on woodmead 
are losing the ability to have friends and family to their 
addresses. 
 
I can also see that further restrictions to car parking in 
the area would mean other users parking in private 
bays not belonging to them and cause larger public 
nuisances and bigger issues to the estate. 
 
Whilst we understand that there are issues with 
students parking in these areas; the new parking 
regulations proposed for woodmead and put in to place 
on Long down avenue are now affecting the 
households in the area inside and outside of university 
times. A permit would be much better used here and a 
relaxation of parking regulations for households in the 
area. Not all homes have two or more private spaces 
and certainly in our house two cars are required for two 
work positions where public transport is really not an 
option for travel. It feels as though South 
Gloucestershire council is putting parking regulations 
before the welfare of the residents and what residents 
need. 
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