
1 
 

 
 
 

Feedback report  
September 2017 

 
Proposed introduction and amendments to  

double yellow lines, various roads, Thornbury 
 
 
Purpose of the report 
This report is to feedback the results from the recent initial consultation for proposed 
introduction of double yellow line in Elmdale Crescent and amendment of existing 
double yellow lines in St Davids Road and St John Street (Quakers Court). 
 
Background 
Residents have expressed concerns regarding visibility and accessibility issues along 
Elmdale Crescent (junction with Oakleaze Road) and St David’s Road (junction with 
Gillingstool). On St John Street (outside Quakers Court) the removal of a section of 
existing footway has created a parking area, therefore the existing double yellow 
lines covering this section are no longer required. The Severn Vale Area Forum have 
allocated funds to review and implement and remove waiting restrictions where 
appropriate.  
 
Proposals 
The aim of the proposals on Elmdale Crescent and St David’s Road is to improve 
vehicle passage. The aim of the proposals along St John Street (Quakers Court) is to 
facilitate parking within the parking area.  
 
Consultation 
Details of the proposals including plans and a statement of reasons were posted on 
the South Gloucestershire website advising of how residents could take part in the 
consultation. The Council erected notices on lamp columns in the area for a 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. 
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Feedback to the consultation 
 
 Below shows the total number of times each proposal drawing was viewed. 

o T430-284-02 - Proposals for St Johns Street – 47 times 
o T430-310-07 - Proposals for Elmdale Crescent – 57 times 
o T430-335-03 - Proposals for St Davids Road – 77 times 

 
 There were 16 individuals that responded to the consultation via the 

questionnaire.  
 The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed. 
 The respondents were asked to fill out a questionnaire. Figure 1 shows 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 or not for the particular roads they 
chose. 

 
Figure 1 

 
 
The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed. The 
comments and concerns received via the online questionnaire are in appendix A. 
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Future programme 
 
In light of the responses received at the initial consultation the proposed scheme will 
be forwarded to the Councils Legal Team for formal advertisement as advertised with 
additional double yellow lines extended around the junction of Elmdale Crescent with 
Oakleaze Road. 
 
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 mid-2018. 
 
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 
 

Officers response  

St John Street 
As a resident of St John Street my answer is no. 
This is because this will encourage non-residents 
to park. It is noticeable that disabled drivers 
(mainly) park opposite to the entrance of Quaker 
Court, i.e. opposite to where the lines will be 
removed (the house side of the street). This action I 
feel will encourage more parking thus causing 
issues with emergency vehicles when attending at 
Quaker Court for incidents. Perhaps something 
could be done to alleviate this should the lines be 
removed.  
 
On a wider issue, the residents that live at St John 
Street and Pullens Green do have parking 
problems. There is not enough parking spaces as 
houses and families extend. Perhaps a consultation 
could be set-up to consider how parking could be 
improved for the residents? 
 

 
Noted.  
The proposed removal of the double yellow lines 
will not alter existing parking arrangements or 
encourage additional parking as vehicles are 
already parking behind the existing double yellow 
lines in the layby.  
 
Disabled badge users are permitted to park on 
double yellow lines for upto 3 hours. 
 
 
 
The comments go outside the remit of this current 
scheme. However these comments will be stored 
on record with our Assess and Decide Team and 
will be included in the next parking review 
proposals.   

St Johns Street 
At the moment, the entrance to Quaker Court 
provides a turning area for St John Street - 
undertaker’s vehicles, deliveries to The Plough etc 
to say nothing of we residents. 
 
Also very often an ambulance is called to Quaker 
Court, and so keeping the double yellow lines 
means that an emergency vehicle can park near 
the entrance. 
 
 
 
Obviously more parking is needed at Quaker Court 
and there is a very large area of redundant 
pavement which could accommodate 3 or 4 cars 
easily - whilst still retaining the existing turning 
area/ entrance - wouldn't it be better to consider 
using that before clogging up the Quaker Court 
entrance? 
 

 
Noted.  
 
 
 
 
The proposed removal of a section of double yellow 
line (covering the lay-by) will not impact the turning 
head or the entrance as double yellow lines will still 
be covering the entrance as shown on the 
proposed drawing. But allow vehicles to park within 
the layby without being at risk of getting ticketed.  
 
The comments go outside the remit of this current 
scheme. However these comments will be stored 
on record with our Assess and Decide Team to be 
looked at.    

Elmdale Crescent 
In my opinion the double yellow lines should be 
extended further around both bends on to 
Oakleaze Road to allow better vision when exiting 
Elmdale Crescent junction, as currently the vision is 
impaired by parked cars on both sides of Oakleaze 
Road. 
 

 
Noted. It is proposed to extend the double yellow 
lines further round Oakleaze Road.  
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Also, the double yellows should be extended 
further along Elmdale Crescent up to number 17 
Elmdale Crescent to prevent double parking which 
has recently caused an ambulance to have to turn 
around. I have evidence in the form of photos to 
support this which I can provide if required. 
There are many elderly residents in Elmdale 
Crescent who often depend on service vehicles. 
 

Noted. 
The comments go outside the remit of this current 
scheme. However these comments will be stored 
on record with our Assess and Decide Team and 
will be included in the next parking review 
proposals.   
 

Elmdale Crescent 
These schemes have become necessary because 
the planning department have ignored comments 
about the impact of additional housing on parking. 
E.g. When No 2 Elmdale Crescent was split into 
two properties representation was made regarding 
the adverse impact on parking however, the 
planning committee decided it was not a problem 
and allowed the planning application. This is the 
pattern of council decisions, allow planners to have 
their way and deal with the consequences later. 
Currently parking the roads in question is heavy but 
does not block the road. This is yet again an 
instance of those in authority making mistakes and 
then punishing the motorist for that mistake. 
 
Additionally, the first supposed reasons for the 
implementation of double yellow lines is to 
"facilitate parking". This will only happen by the 
removal of a small length of yellow lines on St 
Johns Street in every other case parking is being 
reduced. I question how prohibiting parking 
"facilitate" it? 

 
Thank you for your comments.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The proposed removal of double yellow lines 
covering the layby in St Johns Street will facilitate 
parking in this road. The proposed introduction of 
double yellow lines in Elmdale Crescent and St 
Davids Road will facilitate the passage of vehicles 
along the proposed lengths shown in the drawings.  
 
 

Elmdale Crescent  
Existing white lines at Elmdale Crescent turning 
area need to be replaced with yellow as two 
vehicles are often parked there marking it difficult 
for other vehicles to turn. 
 
 
 

 
Noted. 
The comments go outside the remit of this current 
scheme. However these comments will be stored 
on record with our Assess and Decide Team and 
will be included in the next parking review 
proposals.   

Elmdale Crescent 
Could the existing advisory no parking markings be 
retained in front of the vehicle gates at the rear of 2 
& 2A Elmdale Crescent. Both gates have dropped 
kerbs currently. 
 

 
For information, when a waiting restriction scheme 
is proposed, as part of the scheme any existing 
informal keep clear markings within that area are 
either formalised into double yellow lines or 
removed.  
 

Elmdale crescent  
I think double yellow lines should be on both sides 
of the road on the bend as I have seen a lot of near 
misses.  
 
 

 
It is not considered necessary to included double 
yellow lines on both sides of the bend.   
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Although the proposed restrictions in St Davids 
Road and Elmdale Crescent are desirable, they do 
not go far enough. 
 
St Davids Road  
According to the drawing provided, there is only a 
short extension into St Davids Road; it is not 
uncommon for parked cars to block traffic entering 
the road and conflicting with traffic exiting it. As the 
latter has right of way, cars queue up on the corner 
and into Gillingstool. The no waiting line should be 
long enough to allow at least three cars to enter the 
road before encountering a parked car. 
 
Elmdale Crescent 
Regarding Elmdale, the proposal is probably 
enough but does not allow for cars parked in 
Oakleaze Road very close to the corner which 
obstruct view of traffic in either direction, a bigger 
peril than those parked in Elmdale. Suggest that a 
short length of restriction (maybe 3 cars) is applied 
in Oakleaze on either side of the junction. 
Sorry if I've misinterpreted the drawings 
 

Noted.  
 
 
 
 
The proposed double yellows will extend for 20 
metres in total from Gillingstool (on its north west 
side).   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Noted. The restrictions have been extended around 
the junction to increase visibility.  
 
 
 

St Davids Road 
Before putting double yellow lines perhaps a survey 
could be done regarding driveways. If everyone 
used their driveways there wouldn't be as many 
problems. If you put double yellow lines it will then 
just push the problem onto Blakes Road and other 
areas. 
 

 
Noted. It is acknowledged the proposed double 
yellow lines will displace existing parking onto other 
areas. However, an area wide waiting restriction 
scheme is outside the remit of this current scheme. 
However these comments will be stored on record 
with our Assess and Decide Team and will be 
included in the next parking review proposals.   
 

St David's Road  
Has a parking problem throughout its length and I 
am concerned that the new layout will only make 
motorists park further along and, hence not 
improve the situation. It might be worth considering 
other schemes such as restricted parking times 
such as those in Oakleaze Road? It seems that the 
cause of the problem is parking by local people 
who need a place to park during their working 
hours so, if the restrictions prevented that, it might 
be a better solution? Thank you for giving us the 
chance to put our views. 
 

 
Noted.  
The comments go outside the remit of this current 
scheme. However these comments will be stored 
on record with our Assess and Decide Team and 
will be included in the next parking review 
proposals.   

St Davids Road 
Parking restrictions already implemented & 
proposed in St Davids Road have not taken into 
consideration access to the drives of no 9 & no 7. 
Restrictions should be on the EVEN numbered side 
of the road thus giving free & unrestricted access to 
these drives. Such restrictions will then NOT affect 
any accesses. 

 
Noted. 
The comments go outside the remit of this current 
scheme. However these comments will be stored 
on record with our Assess and Decide Team and 
will be included in the next parking review 
proposals.   
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St Davids Road 
This scheme will simply move the problem further 
along the road. Double yellow lines should be 
extended the length of the road on one side only to 
allow traffic to move freely along the whole length 
of the road to allow access for buses and 
emergency vehicles. 
 

 
Noted.  
The comments go outside the remit of this current 
scheme. However these comments will be stored 
on record with our Assess and Decide Team and 
will be included in the next parking review 
proposals.   

St David’s Road 
The no parking lines are being extended on the 
side of 7 Gillingstool. Will the remaining parking 
space increase the problem of motorists partially 
blocking access to the off road parking area at my 
house (7 Gillingstool). It is a common problem with 
vehicles trying to park in too small a space and 
significantly overlapping the driveway access. 
Hopefully the available space is suitable for 1or 2 
vehicles as opposed to 1.5 vehicles? 
 

 
The remaining unrestricted space will be 
approximately 7.5 m in length and therefore be 
enough space for a vehicle park without 
overhanging the driveway of no.7 Gillingstool.    

St David’s Road 
The traffic problems in St David's Road extend 
from Gillingstool to at least as far as Streamside 
Walk. They are caused mainly by poor or selfish 
parking, and are then exacerbated by delivery 
vehicles, pavement parking and even parking on 
the existing double yellow lines. For example, when 
my car was already parked outside my house, 
another car was parked directly opposite mine and 
at least a foot from the kerb. The proposed short 
extension of the double yellow lines would be 
insufficient to alleviate the problems, even if 
enforced. I suggest the council needs a radical 
rethink of its traffic strategy. Off topic but relevant, 
why not introduce a 20MPH limit on all residential 
roads? 
 

 
Thank you for your comments. These comments 
will be stored on record with the Assess and 
Decide Team and will be included in the next 
parking review proposals in this area.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 


