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Oldland Common 

Waiting Restrictions Review 

Feedback Report 

 

 
Purpose of the report  

 
The purpose of this report is to feedback the results from the recent consultation on the Oldland 
Common Waiting Restrictions Review. 

 

Background 

  
Funding has been secured to review the current waiting restrictions in Oldland Common. 
 
Following meetings with the local Councillors and a review of requests received, it is proposed to modify 
existing waiting restrictions and introduce new waiting restrictions which include: 
 

 No waiting at any time (double yellow lines) 

 Limited waiting 

 Bus stop markings 

 

Purpose of Scheme 

 
To restrict dangerous areas of parking and maintain Bus access currently hampered by indiscriminate 
parking, whilst ensuring that there is adequate parking provision for residents and visitors accessing the 
local shops. 

 

Proposed Scheme 

 
To introduce no waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) to cover junctions, accesses and 
areas where traffic parking can reduce visibility and impact safety. The proposals include the conversion 
of existing advisory white keep clear markings, to no waiting at any time restrictions. It is proposed to 
revise times for limited waiting restrictions on Mill Lane and High Street to allow sufficient access to local 
shops. 
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Drawing reference 

 
Drawing numbers T306-425-001 and T306-425-002 provide an overview of the existing and proposed 
waiting restrictions. The proposals are shown in more detail on 5 inset plans which represent smaller 
areas of the whole scheme at a larger scale. The affected roads are presented in the table below along 
their respective inset plans.  
 

Road Name Inset Plan Road Name Inset Plan 

Albany Way 1 Meadow Court Drive 5 

Bath Road 1 Millbrook Close 1 

Berenda Drive 4 Millers Drive 2 & 3 

Brookfield Walk 5 Nicholettes 2 

Brooklea 4 & 5 Noble Avenue 2 & 3 

California Road 4 North Street 2 & 3 

Cedar Close 4 Orchard Boulevard 4 

Chiltern Close 2 Pennine Road 2 

Cloverlea Road 2 Poplar Road 1 

Coombes Way 2 & 3 Pullin Court 2 & 3 

Court Road 5 Redfield Hill 3 

Cowhorn Hill 2 School Road 5 

Grampian Close 2 Stanley Gardens 4 

Grasmere Gardens 1 The Keep 2 

Handford Way 4 Tudor Close 5 

Hawkins Close 2 & 3 Victoria Road 1 

Henfield Crescent 4 & 5 Westcourt Drive 4 

High Street 3 & 5 West Street 4 & 5 

Maple Close 4 

 
 

Consultation 

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

 

Feedback from the consultation 

 
The online consultation overview drawings were viewed a total of 253 times. There were 83 individuals 
and organisations that responded to the consultation via the questionnaire and 3 via email. 
The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed.   
The respondents were asked to fill out a questionnaire. The below figures show the results of the 
questionnaire responses. 
The respondents were asked whether they supported the scheme as a whole, the results for this 
question are shown in figure 1.  
The respondents were asked to select which roads they were interested in and whether they agreed with 
the proposed waiting restrictions on those roads. The results are shown in figures 2 – 13. 
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Figure 1 

 
 

Figure 2 
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Figure 3 

 
 

Figure 4 
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Figure 5 

 
 
Figure 6 

 
 

Figure 7 
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Figure 8 

 
 

Figure 9 
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Figure 10 
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Figure 11 
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Figure 12 

 
 

Figure 13 

 
 
 

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

 

Future Programme 

 
In light of the responses received at consultation, there will be several changes made to the proposals, 
some of which will be re-consulted on. The roads where waiting restrictions will be redesigned and be 

subject to further consultation are as follows: 
 

 High Street – Double yellow lines removed from outside the football pitches next to Redfield edge 
primary school. Double yellow lines added outside 133 and 135 High Street. Double yellow lines 
added to and opposite the junction with Redfield Hill. Double yellow lines added from 151 to 159 
High Street.  
 

 Millers Drive, Fallowfield and The Dell – Double yellow lines added to the junctions of Fallowfield 
and The Dell. Double yellows added to the north side of Millers Drive between Coombes Way and 
Hawkins Close.  
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 Poplar Road and Windermere Way – Existing Keep Clears on Poplar Road converted to double 
yellow lines and extended around the bend into Windermere Way. 

 

 West Street – Double yellow lines added across the garages of 6 and 8 Court Road. 
 

 Westcourt Drive – Double yellow lines added to the junction with Court Road and Westcourt 
Drive. 

 
The following roads have had changes made to the proposals due to comments received at consultation 
and will be forwarded to the Councils legal team: 
 

 Grampian Close – Double yellow lines shortened at the junction with Pennine Road. 
 

 North Street – Proposed double yellow lines outside number 29 will be extended to cover the 
entire frontage. 
 

 School Road – Double yellow lines shortened outside number 45. 
 
 

The following roads will be forwarded to the Councils legal team as proposed: 
 

 Albany Way. 

 Bath Road (Hollybush Inn and Southway Drive). 

 Brooklea. 

 California Road and Handford Way. 

 Chiltern Close. 

 Cloverlea Road and Malvern Drive. 

 Coombes Way and Noble Avenue. 

 Cowhorn Hill. 

 Court Road. 

 Hawkins Close. 

 Meadow Court Drive, Brookfield Walk and Tudor Close. 

 Millbrook Close. 

 Nicholettes. 

 Orchard Boulevard, Cedar Close, Maple Close and Stanley Gardens.  

 Poplar Road (Jeeves). 

 The Keep. 

 Westcourt Drive and Henfield Crescent. 
 
The following roads have been removed from the current proposals due to negative feedback at the 
consultation stage. 
 

 Grasmere Gardens. 

 Pullin Court (Outside Number 18). 
 
After the outcome of the further mini consultation is known, the proposed waiting restrictions which 
received support will be forwarded to the Councils Legal Team for formal advertisement. The Councils 
Legal Team will draft a Traffic Regulation Order and advertise it for a period of 3 weeks, during this time 
notices will be placed in the local paper and on street in the effected roads. Details of the proposals will 
also be published on the Council’s website, giving people an opportunity to formally object to or support 
the proposed scheme. It is anticipated that advertisement of the proposals will take place in 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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Additional Information and Councils Response 

 
1. Waiting restrictions in South Gloucestershire are generally well enforced and the enforcement 

team are able to target their resources to address problem areas. 
 
2. Double yellow lines apply all the way to the back of the adopted highway including grass verges. 

Drivers who park on the verge behind double yellow lines will be ticketed.  
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Appendix A 

 

Comments received at Consultation via the online 

questionnaire 

Officer’s response 

General Comments  

I do not agree to the majority of the proposals and believe that 
they are unnecessary. 

Thanks for your comments. 

How will this be enforced? and who will issue parking tickets? 
Traffic wardens? Police? or council. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 1 above. 

Bath Road  

This scheme is very welcome, it will greatly increase safety for 
vehicles and pedestrians using this junction. 

Thanks for your comments. 

Please extend the double yellow lines up Poplar Road and 
around the corner into Windermere Way. Customers of the 
Hollybush are now commonly parking all along here on the 
existing white "No Parking" lines, which I understand are 
unenforceable, blocking the pavement for pedestrians and right 
on the corner of Windermere Way, which is dangerous because 
as you drive around the corner you are forced onto the other side 
of the road on a blind corner. 

Thanks for your comments. We will consult on converting 
the existing keep clears to double yellow lines and adding 
double yellows to the bend of Windmere Way.  

I don't believe that these restrictions go far enough. I think that 
there should be double yellow line restrictions on at least one 
side of the road fully from the Hollybush Inn through to the mini 
roundabout at the former Cherry Tree Pub. 

Thanks for your comments. Extending the double yellows 
on one side of the high street all the way down to the mini-
roundabout is beyond the budget of this scheme and 
based on responses we have received to this consultation 
would be rejected by the majority of residents who live on 
the High Street. . Introducing widespread waiting 
restrictions is also likely to result in increased vehicular 
speeds, which can pose a danger to pedestrians crossing 
the road. 

California Road/Orchard Boulevard  

No parking on footpaths or opposite. turnings Thanks for your comments. 

Chiltern Close  

This will prevent the dangerous parking of large vans which 
block the view of traffic in both directions. There have been 
several near misses on this corner, which is also frequently in 
use by pedestrians who cross at this point. 

Thanks for your comments. 

The problem with putting yellow lines around the bend in Chiltern 
close, is that vans will just park on the grass verge. This means 
that visibility will be more impaired and even more dangerous 
than it is now. A restriction needs to be added to the green verge 
and pavement areas for complete safety of residents. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 2 above. 

Too many vans left parked all day, every day and night (never 
moved) opposite our garage. It is hard to pull out of it because 
too many cars and vans park on the corners and on the 
pavement. 

Thanks for your comments. 

There is a few yards of road in Chiltern Close which I think 
should have double yellow lines. It is next to the rank of garages. 
I have marked it with xxxx on the map. The dustbin lorries need 
to get past there and when people park both sides it narrows the 
road width. Please see enclosed map. 

Thanks for your comments. Proposing waiting restrictions 
in cul-de-sacs is usually contentious unless the majority of 
residents support them. We wouldn’t usually add them at 
this stage based on one request. 

Cloverlea Road  

We welcome the proposal to alleviate parking issues and 
obstruction of view when exiting Malvern Drive onto Cloverlea 
Road, where vehicles use these verges for un-authorized 
parking, particularly in the early evening, at night, and on 
weekends. May I respectfully suggest that the consultation 
Group also considers (perhaps as an alternative, or in addition 
to) the installation of low level physical obstruction to these 
verges e.g small Bollards, large stones, to stop vehicles 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 2 above. Low level 
physical obstructions are beyond the budget and remit of 
this scheme.  
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accessing this land. This may be an alternative that is more cost 
effective in the long run with minimal ongoing maintenance 
costs, other than the routine grass cutting you already carry out. 
This would remove the ongoing cost of Policing the double 
Yellow lines after installation. Our concern here is that even 
though Double Yellow lines are proposed around this junction, it 
may be that vehicles will ignore these lines and continue to park 
on the verges leaving the 145 properties in Malvern Drive with 
the same hazard and safety issues we currently face. This issue 
has become more prevalent over the last couple of years as 
more and more commercial vehicles are appearing at homes, 
adding to the number of vehicles already there putting more 
pressure on the available parking. 

The parking in the Malvern drive/Cloverlea road area has 
become worse over the last couple of years. One of the main 
problems with on street parking is people who have garages and 
don't use them, as well as the increasing trend of making their 
driveways part of their gardens, thus increasing the amount of 
cars parked on the roads. 

Thanks for your comments.  

Hopefully it will make the junction safer with clear views of 
oncoming traffic, however some people are apt to ignore yellow 
lines if they think nobody will check on this situation. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 1 above 

Junction of Cloverlea Rd & Malvern Drive, like to see no parking 
on both grass areas. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 2 above. 

Cowhorn Hill  

Just a note about Cowhorn Hill, again something needs to be 
done about the speed of vehicles travelling up Cowhorn Hill at 
the junction with North St, you take your life in your hands when 
turning from North St into Cowhorn Hill, this is a very dangerous 
junction yet has been totally omitted from your plans, just who is 
deciding priorities? 

Thanks for your comments. Parking restrictions have 
already been implemented on and opposite the junction 
between Cowhorn Hill and North Street (as shown on the 
consultation plan). 

Grasmere Gardens  

There is a section proposed for double yellows in a fairly 
innocuous location of the street— double yellows there will 
merely drive one of the house who own 6+ vehicles to park 
outside of my house! That however is not the reason for adding 
this comment - A much bigger and serious problem is at the top 
of the road where it meets Thirlmere Court. Literally every 
evening after 5pm there are Vans which park on the bends of the 
junctions and you can’t drive up or down the road safely. The 
owners of these vehicles more often than not don’t even live in 
the road - we regularly leave notes on their wind screens 
requesting that they park considerately but they take no notice. I 
have children who I’ve now had to ban from playing outside the 
front of our house because of the worry that cars can’t see them 
further down the road. Please add parking restrictions to these 
bends. 

Thanks for your comments.  Proposing waiting restrictions 
in cul-de-sacs is usually contentious unless the majority of 
residents support them. We wouldn’t usually add them at 
this stage based on one request. 

1) The address Grassmere gardens is spelt incorrectly, 
according to the Land Registry the spelling is Grasmere 
Gardens. 
2) Grasmere Gardens is a totally residential cul de sac without 
any commercial properties, and not on a bus route. 
3) The restriction would prevent any parking for access to the 
open plan area by council vehicles to carry out any maintenance 
4) The proposals would set a precedent for eleven other turning 
areas just in the Green Park area.(dozen more in the wider 
area). 
5) The line would cross over two property drives and for obvious 
reasons vehicles only turn in this area and do not park. 
6) In summary no benefit can be had by these proposals 
7) The solution is to not proceed, and save the monies for other 
more warranted issues. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
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High Street   

Parking is hard enough near my house already. When school is 
picking up or dropping off or there is sport on the field there is no 
parking for hundreds of meters. Most households have at least 
two cars and if you yellow line High Street by Redfield Edge 
School there will be insufficient parking even for one car for each 
house. There is no problem with passage along High Street with 
parking at present. By custom we park only on one side of the 
road but could legally park both sides. If you put yellow lines 
everywhere we will have no choice but to park both sides and 
restrict High Street to single file traffic. The scheme is not 
necessary to improve passage along the High Street as there 
isn't a problem and it does the opposite of providing parking for 
residents.  
Please don't do it. 

Thanks for your comments. 

Our community does not need more yellow lines. The lines 
adjacent to red field edge school will make our road more 
dangerous not less. The rank of houses my home sits in were 
built in an age before cars and we have little option but to park 
on the road. The area from the existing zig zags to the rank of 
houses is used by many people. During school pickup drop off 
time , by residents and when people use the sports field. The use 
varies greatly at differing times. Today it was great to see many 
kids playing football on the field , but the car park was full so the 
high street from the corner by the vets up to the army training 
centre was crowded. However traffic moved freely. This evening 
there are 7 cars parked on the area where new lines are 
proposed. Where will these cars go? If the proposed plans go 
ahead no doubt people will park on both sides of the high street. 
Surely this is more dangerous than the current arrangements? 
This has happened occasionally in the past and causes mayhem 
on the bus route.  
If you wish to improve safety addressing the speed of many road 
users is a better option. By painting yellow lines the road will 
appear wider encouraging those who speed. 
The proposed plan will not allow adequate parking provision for 
us residents. 

Thanks for your comments. 

How do you expect parents to get to the school? This is going to 
congest the already tight roads on the local house estate.  
With a clear run cars, lorries, bus already drive too fast past the 
school. The only thing slowing traffic down is the parking.  
How many accidents have actually happened as a result of the 
parking on the roads outside of Redfield Edge.  
 
We are no longer in an age where it is possible for parents to 
walk their children to school. Most parents work full time and 
need to head to working after dropping children to school. I have 
never seen an accident in the last 3 years during pick up or drop 
off. 

Thanks for your comments. 

With the school being there it is just going to move the problem 
to surrounding streets. I agree the areas round the bus stop 
should be kept clear and possibly one side of the road. I feel the 
road past the school is wide enough for parking to be allowed on 
one side of the road. 

Thanks for your comments. 

I agree that double yellow lines would improve safety on the 
bend past Redfield Edge however I do not see the point of the 
lines on both sides of the road adjacent to the field. Not allowing 
parking here will result in: 
No parking for the residents or their visitors (some of whom have 
young children or are elderly) in the evenings or at weekends in 
reasonable proximity to their homes.  
No parking for people using the field. 
School traffic will park on the previous bend (by the post box) 
causing the same problems that are currently experienced on the 

Thanks for your comments. 
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bend further on. 
School traffic will block the drives of those residents lucky 
enough to have one. 
When my children were at Redfield Edge, and I assume it is no 
different now, many children lived quite a distance from the 
school and walking to school was not a practical option. Is there 
a car park they could use? I can't see where they are all going to 
park. When I am in the area at school times it does seem to be 
as busy as ever whereas the rest of the time there doesn't seem 
to be a problem. 
Please reconsider these proposals for the sake of the local 
residents. 

I understand why you want parking restrictions on the high st by 
Redfield edge but you are only making life difficult for parents 
doing the school run (which is 30 minutes twice a day) and trying 
to hold down a full time job. If time wasn’t so tight I would love to 
walk to school with my children but it’s not feasible. With regards 
to safety maybe you should also focus on the speeding vehicles 
which use this route at this section. Only this morning a large 
tractor was speeding past Redfield edge school at a busy period. 
With regard to congestion I have seen many times your sort it 
trucks doing collections on the high st at a busy period causing 
major disruptions.  
In summary you are causing unnecessary inconvenience to 
parents who use this area twice a day for 30 minutes.  
You are only moving a problem to another area.  
You’re not addressing other safety issues of speeding motorists.  
 
I agree with the bus stop being kept clear and have moved other 
parents on when they’ve parked on zig zags and keep clear 
sections. 

Thanks for your comments. 

I strongly disagree with the proposals for double yellow lines on 
the high street outside Redfield Edge School. All this will do is 
drive parking further down the High Street outside houses where 
parking is already heavily congested. Parking on the straight 
section of road alongside the playing field causes no safety 
issues or problems with visibility and it is essential for residents 
to park on this stretch of road overnight as there is insufficient 
parking outside the houses. We have a young baby and are 
often forced to park on this stretch of road as there is no parking 
available outside the houses, if this section is unavailable then 
we will be forced to park further down the high street, causing 
congestion in this area and resulting in an even further walk to 
our property. With regards to school drop off and pick up times, it 
is much preferable to allow parents to wait in the area outside the 
school instead of outside residents homes elsewhere on the 
High Street. 

Thanks for your comments. 

There is a danger that the proposed double yellow lines outside 
Redfield Edge Primary School will: 
1. Increase the speed of traffic going past the school at drop off 
and pick up time. ( Solution: speed camera) 
2. Move drop off and pick up traffic from a 30MPH zone in to a 
40MPH Zone (Solution: Move 30MPH zone back to junction of 
High Street and Victoria Road.) 
3. Increase traffic congestion further down the High Street during 
drop off and pick up times in an area where roads such as North 
Street, Redfield Hill and Lovell Avenue join the High Street.( 
Solution: allow parking from Redfield Edge Primary School to 
Redfield Hill) 
 
We believe there should be double yellow lines on the bend 
outside the school up towards Jarrett's Farm up to the present 
beginning of 30MPH Zone. 

Thanks for your comments. We will consult on 
implementing double yellows on the bend up towards 
Jarrett’s farm. 
 
Extending the speed limit and introducing speed cameras 
is beyond the remit of the scheme. 
 
Your comments have been forwarded to the Council’s 
Assess & Decide team for information.  South 
Gloucestershire Council has an agreed process whereby 
requests for highway improvements may be submitted for 
consideration for inclusion on the Local Transport Priority 
List.  Schemes that are added to this list are scored 
annually against key transport criteria as set out in the 
Joint Local Transport Plan.  The following link to the SGC 
public website explains the scheme prioritisation process: 
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http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport-
priority-list/ 
 
 

Where are residents supposed to park, this plan is awful. Thanks for your comments. 

I walk my child to Redfield Edge School and we often feel unsafe 
when cars mount the pavement. I also cannot get past with my 
older son in his wheelchair when people park on corners and 
narrow pavements 

Thanks for your comments. 

Double yellow lines are too permanent + too restrictive. Bus stop 
marking ok. But pick ups and put downs should be allowed for 
others! 

Thanks for your comments. 

The High ST/North St junction has been a problem since the new 
build on the High street a few years ago (on former Simplex 
Site). There are too many properties crammed into a small site 
with insufficient parking for residents. These proposals help, but 
will just push the problem further up the street. Leaving the area 
opposite the junction unrestricted will inevitable lead some 
people to park there instead (as they sometimes do now) 
creating another traffic hazard.  
 
Also, the Redfield edge are should be single lines, limited 
waiting, not prohibited. It is a school and therefore needs some 
facility for parents and visitors to get kids in and out. I walk my 
kids, but others can't - apply some common sense. 

Thanks for your comments. 

I live in one of the houses on the High Street, we applied for 
dropped kerbs a few years ago to allow parking to the front of 
our house, this was declined. We are now in a position that every 
day additional parking is required for the residents of these 
houses, usually using 4-5 car lengths of space towards Redfield 
Edge. We have a 4 month old daughter and there are already 
times where I have to park by Redfield edge school and carry her 
and everything else in one go. Double yellow lights will not solve 
this issue, in fact I can only see it causing more dangerous and 
unthoughtful parking. The number of cars needing to park will not 
change. Something does need to be done, but restrictions are 
not the way forward. 

Thanks for your comments. 

I am pleased that the current white lines on the High Street will 
be replaced with double yellow lines, but double lines are needed 
around the entrance/exit to Redfield Hill as people are currently 
parking on the corners which makes it impossible to view 
oncoming traffic when pulling out of Redfield Hill. Double yellow 
lines need to be in place outside of the vets (on the High Street) 
so both sides are visible when pulling out of Redfield Hill. 

Thanks for your comments. We will consult on adding 
double yellow lines to the entrance/exit of Redfield Hill. 

My concern Is that the residents who live on the North Croft area 
adjacent to North Street who currently park between the High 
Street and the northern cul des sac of North Street will now start 
to use the two places adjacent to the kerb in the cul de sac itself 
causing obstruction to the cul de sac and anti social parking with 
the potential to obstruct drives to 129 and 127. 
Could a small residents parking bay of two cars be added to the 
scheme in that location? 

Thanks for your comments. Adding residents parking is 
beyond the remit of this scheme. 
 
Your comments have been forwarded to the Council’s 
Assess & Decide team for information.  South 
Gloucestershire Council has an agreed process whereby 
requests for highway improvements may be submitted for 
consideration for inclusion on the Local Transport Priority 
List.  Schemes that are added to this list are scored 
annually against key transport criteria as set out in the 
Joint Local Transport Plan.  The following link to the SGC 
public website explains the scheme prioritisation process: 
 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport-
priority-list/ 

As there are no proposed yellow lines along the High Street 
towards Trescothick Close, a mirror, or some way of viewing the 
traffic, needs to be installed to allow safe exit from North Street 

Thanks for your comments.  Mirrors of this type are not 
prescribed in the 2016 Traffic Signs Regulations and 
General Directions and consequently it is not permitted to 

mailto:TransportServices@southglos.gov.uk
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport-priority-list/
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport-priority-list/
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport-priority-list/
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport-priority-list/
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport-priority-list/
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport-priority-list/


  17 

 

Steve Evans,  

Director for Environment and Community Services  

Streetcare, Transport and Waste, Design & Operations Team, P O Box 1954, Bristol, BS37 0DD 

Tel: 01454 868004 E-mail: TransportServices@southglos.gov.uk 

www.southglos.gov.uk 

onto the High Street. 
 
The stretch of High Street from North Street to Trescothick Close 
has vans and cars parked making a left or right exit hazardous. 
 
This area has become very traffic contested and is used by 
many cyclists.(pedestrians,which include very young and the 
elderly, pram users, and mobility scooters also use this very busy 
area to access their various destinations) 
 
There needs to be some way to allow vision for road users 
leaving North Street to enter the High Street. 

erect them on the public highway. 

My suggestion would be to extend the proposed double yellow 
lines from outside of my house up to the bus stop layby. The 
reason for this is because with current parking on this stretch my 
neighbour and I find it very difficult to exit our drives onto the very 
bust High Street. The current parking also causes problems for 
buses and coaches turning right into the High Street from North 
Street (Including school buses) 

Thanks for your comments. We will add your proposals for 
further consulation. 
 
Your comments have been forwarded to the Council’s 
Assess & Decide team for information. South 
Gloucestershire Council has an agreed process whereby 
requests for highway improvements may be submitted for 
consideration for inclusion on the Local Transport Priority 
List.  Schemes that are added to this list are scored 
annually against key transport criteria as set out in the 
Joint Local Transport Plan.  The following link to the SGC 
public website explains the scheme prioritisation process: 
 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport-
priority-list/ 
 

As a resident we have major access issues in the High Street 
with vehicles constantly blocking or obstructing our driveway 
even across the dropped kerb outside our house with the 
existing keep clear signs and have wanted this to be converted 
to double yellow lines for years 

Thanks for your comments. 

 The council needs to address the large square paving area 
outside our group of houses ! It is a wasted area that you are 
not maintaining very well and there are 6 residents / houses 
that as a group we need this for parking especially with your 
upcoming proposals. It would be cheap and easy for you to 
remove 1 bollard at the end of the bus lane so we can use this 
huge wasted space for parking !  
In this scenario then we can accept and support your new 
parking restrictions however if we still cannot have access to 
park outside our houses it is absurd that you are now taking 
away our ability to park on neighbouring streets ! I have had 
the police involved due to incidences with other residents 
leaving us threatening letters because we have parked outside 
their house on high street. 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The area you refer to is not part of the public highway.  
Even if new carriageway was constructed there would be 
nothing to prevent non-resident road users from parking.  
Although the Council does have a very clear process for 
establishing residents parking zones doing so in itself is a 
lengthy, costly exercise involving very extensive public 
consultation.  The Council’s transport policies include a 
strong commitment to sustainability and simply providing 
more land to meet an increased demand for residential 
parking is very difficult to justify.  Your comments have 
been forwarded to the Council’s Assess & Decide team for 
information.  South Gloucestershire Council has an agreed 
process whereby requests for highway improvements may 
be submitted for consideration for inclusion on the Local 
Transport Priority List.  Schemes that are added to this list 
are scored annually against key transport criteria as set 
out in the Joint Local Transport Plan.  The following link to 
the SGC public website explains the scheme prioritisation 
process: 
 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport-
priority-list/ 
 
 

I live on the high street in Oldland Common and the opportunity 
to create a driveway in my house is made impossible by the bus 
stop and the cobbled square. When I moved here 8 years ago, 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The area you refer to is not part of the public highway.  
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the police community support officer advised us to park opposite 
our house at the end of North Street, facing the High Street. This 
is where you plan to extend yellow lines to restrict parking which 
will further restrict where we can park.  
 
A number of us rely on North Street for parking and there is 
nowhere else that we can park. I think that before you implement 
these restrictions you also need to consider where else we can 
park.  
 
I need a car to enable me to get to work and so without 
somewhere to park my car, I will need to move house as it will no 
longer be feasible for me to live in Oldland Common. 

Even if new carriageway was constructed there would be 
nothing to prevent non-resident road users from parking.  
Although the Council does have a very clear process for 
establishing residents parking zones doing so in itself is a 
lengthy, costly exercise involving very extensive public 
consultation.  The Council’s transport policies include a 
strong commitment to sustainability and simply providing 
more land to meet an increased demand for residential 
parking is very difficult to justify.  Your comments have 
been forwarded to the Council’s Assess & Decide team for 
information.  South Gloucestershire Council has an agreed 
process whereby requests for highway improvements may 
be submitted for consideration for inclusion on the Local 
Transport Priority List.  Schemes that are added to this list 
are scored annually against key transport criteria as set 
out in the Joint Local Transport Plan.  The following link to 
the SGC public website explains the scheme prioritisation 
process: 
 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport-
priority-list/ 
 

In principal I agree with parking restrictions on North but living in 
a square of houses without parking it is difficult to approve when 
the council is removing the only place for us to park. 
If each house on the square had the usual 2 cars this would 
mean 14 vehicles needing space and am interested in the 
proposed provision. 
Having been advised by both the council and the Police to park 
in the available spots at the end of North St it’s confounding to 
find this situation. 
Having previously approached the council to provide access to 
our square and being refused I feel now more than ever there is 
a case for access being made. 
By simply removing 1 bollard in the left hand side of the square 
and or replacing it with a lockable removable bollard there is 
enough space for parking and access to front gardens in which 
we would be happy to park our vehicles. 
The square has been referred to as the carbuncle of the High St 
by several councillors when we have previously been in contact 
with them. With little attention being made to dealing with 
maintaining the weeds and rubbish without persistent badgering 
from our more active residents 
Without some provision being made the council has effectively 
made our houses unsellable/reduced in value and would have to 
look at moving away. due to not being able to park within miles of 
our own home.  
Safety for drivers and pedestrians is certainly an issue but with 
residents in houses that are on High St and the culdesac on 
North St also parking in the street even though they gave parking 
spaces has made matters even worse. 
Once again it feels that commerce in the form of the bus 
companies is being given priority over the locals needs. 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The area you refer to is not part of the public highway.  
Even if new carriageway was constructed there would be 
nothing to prevent non-resident road users from parking.  
Although the Council does have a very clear process for 
establishing residents parking zones doing so in itself is a 
lengthy, costly exercise involving very extensive public 
consultation.  The Council’s transport policies include a 
strong commitment to sustainability and simply providing 
more land to meet an increased demand for residential 
parking is very difficult to justify.  Your comments have 
been forwarded to the Council’s Assess & Decide team for 
information.  South Gloucestershire Council has an agreed 
process whereby requests for highway improvements may 
be submitted for consideration for inclusion on the Local 
Transport Priority List.  Schemes that are added to this list 
are scored annually against key transport criteria as set 
out in the Joint Local Transport Plan.  The following link to 
the SGC public website explains the scheme prioritisation 
process: 
 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport-
priority-list/ 
 

Residents from 119 to 131 High Street already have trouble with 
parking in the area as do our visitors. We have had damage to 
numerous cars due to other residents on the High Street feeling 
we are parking in 'their spaces'. The properties 119 to 131 are 
set back from the main road however the area directly outside is 
not open to drive onto. This means that we have nowhere near 
our homes to park and rely on spaces available on both the High 
Street and North Street. Delivery drivers also regularly receive 
abuse from residents at 117 High Street for unloading on the bus 
stop as this is next to their driveway. Taking some of these 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The area you refer to is not part of the public highway.  
Even if new carriageway was constructed there would be 
nothing to prevent non-resident road users from parking.  
Although the Council does have a very clear process for 
establishing residents parking zones doing so in itself is a 
lengthy, costly exercise involving very extensive public 
consultation.  The Council’s transport policies include a 
strong commitment to sustainability and simply providing 
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already limited spaces away will only exasperate the parking 
issues we have. My proposal would be to open up the area 
outside 119 to 131 High Street to allow parking for these 
properties. This area is in many of the residents opinion a wasted 
space which could be utilised. It generally looks untidy and does 
need maintaining by the local authority. If it was opened up it 
would need much less maintenance and also solve an ongoing 
issue which will only become more difficult should the proposals 
go ahead. 

more land to meet an increased demand for residential 
parking is very difficult to justify.  Your comments have 
been forwarded to the Council’s Assess & Decide team for 
information.  South Gloucestershire Council has an agreed 
process whereby requests for highway improvements may 
be submitted for consideration for inclusion on the Local 
Transport Priority List.  Schemes that are added to this list 
are scored annually against key transport criteria as set 
out in the Joint Local Transport Plan.  The following link to 
the SGC public website explains the scheme prioritisation 
process: 
 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport-
priority-list/ 
 

The waiting restrictions do not go far enough for the High Street, 
there should be restrictions outside the Oldland Common Dentist 
and also restrictions after the Trecothwick road junction before 
North Street.. There use to be waiting restrictions there when the 
factory was there but were removed by the Council for some 
reason when the houses were built. Now this part of the High 
Street before North Street is the cause of many a traffic jam with 
all the parked cars. As for the waiting restriction outside the Post 
Office whoever came us with this suggestion should be sacked. 
This should be double yellow lines only. This causes many a 
traffic jam, road rage and accidents because people park outside 
the post office which is a narrow part of the High Street 
especially when cars are parked opposite as well. There is a 
layby outside the chemist that was for shoppers, the waiting 
restrictions should be on this layby and the one outside the flats 
near the pelican crossing. 
I would also like to know who will be responsible for enforcing 
these waiting restrictions? Currently no one is as there are 
always people parking on the current double yellow lines on the 
High Street and there is never a traffic warden or parking 
attendant around. So who will be enforcing these restrictions? 
because no one is with the current restrictions.  
There is no point proposing waiting restrictions if no one is going 
to enforce them. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 1 above. Introducing 
widespread waiting restrictions is likely to result in 
increased vehicular speeds, which can pose a danger to 
pedestrians crossing the road. The loss of parking could 
also threaten the viability of local shops that rely on 
passing trade. 

The driveway/lane opposite Edgemont house also requires 
double yellow lines to be implemented from outside house no 
151 to approximately 10ft past the driveway/lane which services 
property numbers 155, 157 & 159 High Street. Transit vans 
frequently park right up to the edge of the driveway/lane and 
occasionally also over it. This not only prevents access to and 
from the 3 properties (155, 157 & 159) at the bottom of the 
drive/lane but also makes exiting the drive/lane incredibly 
dangerous as it is virtually impossible to see past parked cars let 
alone past parked transit vans. Vehicles frequently speed down 
the High street, often swinging into the above mentioned opening 
in order to give way to oncoming vehicles (buses & lorries in 
particular) which when exiting the said drive/lane means they 
narrowly miss hitting your car as you attempt to safely inch your 
way out onto the High Street. 

Thanks for your comments. We will add your proposals to 
the plan for further consultation.   

There also needs to parking restrictions opposite the PO on the 
High Street, possibly double yellow lines. It is quite often a 
dangerous situation when there is only enough space for a single 
lane of traffic. It does not need to be all restricted as this may 
speed up traffic, but dangerous parking occurs, it is very 
dangerous for pedestrians crossing the road with limited visibility 
and it is difficult to exit drive ways with again because of very 
limited visibility. 
 

Thanks for your comments. Introducing widespread 
waiting restrictions is likely to result in increased vehicular 
speeds, which can pose a danger to pedestrians crossing 
the road. 
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The parking limitation outside of the post office only covers 
approximately 5 meters of road ! The problem to all the local 
residence is the parking provided for the shops customers ( 
outside the chemists and hair dressers ) is pretty much filled 24/7 
with the shops employees or local residents vans ! This leaves 
nowhere for any customers to park so they very frequently park 
on the zebra crossing ( zigzags ) thus block access to my home ! 
I feel the double yellow lines you're intending to install one the 
High street will make matters worse for the residents nearer to 
the shops ! 
 
Ps this scheme especially seeing traffic wardens have no 
jurisdiction where pelican crossing zigzags are concerned and 
the police don't really see parking issues as their problem I can 
see the proposed scheme just shifting a parking issue a few 
hundred yards down the road !!  
 
 

Thanks for your comments. 

We drive from castle road onto high street. It is an absolute 
nightmare trying to get out now. People park on double yellow 
lines making visibility poor. I want to know how you will enforce 
as I can guarantee no traffic wardens are interested as I have 
complained many times on your website and uploaded 
photographic evidence. I have been sworn at when I comment 
how dangerous it is parking on double yellow and needs railings 
up to stop people.  
Also castle road is used as a rat run to football pitch. Speed 
humps would be good and speed limit of 30 on castle road 
should be 10mph it's insane the way they speed down a small 
lane to pitch where kids are walking with parents. 
To be fair no parking should be allowed along that stretch of high 
street and especially not on double yellow. Please confirm the 
yellows will remain and proper policing of this new idea as people 
are up on pavement and blocking path. It's a shambles and 
buses get stuck. Also tonnage limit should be enforced too under 
7 ton.  
On a regular basis two lorries are impassable and wagons not 
needed with the ring road. Especially learner lorries use it as a 
route too daily. 
PLEASE STOP PEOPLE PARKING ON DOUBLE YELLOWS 
OUTSIDE CHIP SHOP BLOCKING CASTLE ROAD VISIBILITY.  
Feel free to call me I live this every day and it's an accident 
waiting to happen. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 1 above. Traffic 
calming is beyond the remit of this scheme. Castle road a 
cul-de-sac and therefore it is not possible to install any 
meaningful weight limit on this road as there will always be 
an exemption for access/loading. 

This seems rather a token attempt to improve the heavy 
congestion by the shops at peak times. Currently drivers 
regularly ignore the double yellow lines that are already there. I 
have never these enforced. More of a problem is cars parked on 
both sides of the street making it very difficult to pull out the drive 
as you cant see traffic coming in either direction. Also cars often 
park on the pavement which adds to this problem and also 
makes it difficult for wheelchair users or buggies to get past. 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 1 above. 

Representing Oldland Common United Reformed Church in the 
High Street. 
In principle we support the proposals - however I would make the 
following comments. 
Our church is a community church, with many events and 
functions as well as church services. The parking restrictions 
introduced approx 2 years ago greatly restricted parking in the 
vicinity of our church. We have concerns that new restrictions will 
on high Street will mean that those who normally park there will 
move to take up the limited parking we do have. Those who want 
to park for more than an hour outside the Post Office after your 
proposals are implemented, will just move their vehicles down to 
outside the church. 

Thanks for your comments. 
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The churches survival is dependent on our events and if parking 
is not available then it will be a downward spiral for the church 
and the community. It is for this reason we have major concerns 
about the time restriction proposals. 

The High Street and the centre of Odland Common is 
predominantly Victorian housings and as such the local residents 
have no alternative but to park cars on the road. As the High 
Street offers a through route connecting Keynsham with the 
A420 there is an opportunity to: 
•Reduce the speed limit from the junction of West Street/High 
Street to past Redfield Edge School to 20mph 
•Inset residential parking into the pavement along the length of 
the High Street as a pseudo layby increasing road access and 
protecting pedestrians. Example A420 Park lane Chippenham 
•Impose weight restriction on the A4175 from A431 to the 
abattoir on the A4175 

Thanks for your comments. Reducing the speed limit 
along the High Street and introducing residents parking is 
beyond the remit of this scheme. 
 
Your comments have been forwarded to the Council’s 
Assess & Decide team for information.  South 
Gloucestershire Council has an agreed process whereby 
requests for highway improvements may be submitted for 
consideration for inclusion on the Local Transport Priority 
List.  Schemes that are added to this list are scored 
annually against key transport criteria as set out in the 
Joint Local Transport Plan.  The following link to the SGC 
public website explains the scheme prioritisation process: 
 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport-
priority-list/ 

 
 

Millers Drive (Pullin Court)  

I fear this will lead to an increase in parking elsewhere in Pullin 
Court, in all likelyhood outside my house. Many cars already park 
obstructing the footpath and driveways and I fear additional 
restrictions deep into Pullin Court will only make this worse. 

Thanks for your comments. 

Millers Drive junction with Pullin Court, 
Extend the lines further along Millers Drive towards No 15 Millers 
Drive. This would improve the visibility for vehicles turning right 
out of Pullin Court 

 
18 Pullin Court 
Put a short length of lines opposite No 18 (outside of No 11), 
if you do not do this you will just move the parked vehicles to the 
other side of the narrow road, and they will be still causing an 
obstruction 

Thanks for your comments. 

My house is to be enclosed in double yellows. We park sensibly 
away from the junction and the bulk of the problem is caused by 
people in Fallowfield etc parking alongside. Double yellows will 
mean I could not carry heavy goods to my door without carrying 
some distance. The plan will encourage parking on the opposite 
side of the road and on the direction where most of the speeding 
occurs with the flow of the bend. There are a number of other 
concerns which I would be able to speak about if you chose to 
visit. 

Thanks for your comments. We cannot modify the double 
yellow lines on the junction with Pullin Court as vehicles 
should not park within 10m of a junction. Shortening them 
could encourage parking that is contrary to the highway 
code.  
 
“You may stop on waiting restrictions to load or unload 
(unless there are also loading restrictions) or while 
passenger’s board or alight” - Highway Code. 

Pullin court is not on a main road and by putting double lines on 
the corner outside house number 18 will cause more parking 
issues. 

Thanks for your comments. 

People have parked over my drive in the past, preventing me 
from getting out. Please can you install double yellows across it? 

 

Thanks for your comments. Proposing waiting restrictions 
in cul-de-sacs is usually contentious unless the majority of 
residents support them. We wouldn’t usually add them at 
this stage based on one request. 

Millers Drive  

Really don’t think it’s necessary when people are paying 300 
thousand plus for houses. It’s no danger, it’s our streets and we 
want to be able to park where we want to. They’re small streets 
and we need this room for people who visit to be able to park! 

Thanks for your comments. 

the access to my garage and parking area is by a dropped curb 
into Millers Drive near to the current bus stop and opposite the 

Thanks for your comments. We will propose to add double 
yellow lines on both sides of Millers drive between 
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area proposed for the yellow line. The current parking on the 
area for the proposed yellow line comes from overflow parking 
that cannot find space in Hawkins Close and a dead end area of 
Coombes way. If this is now forbidden the cars will park on my 
side of the road restricting visibility for my exiting of my garage 
and drive. A large number of vehicles will compete for the much 
reduced parking area on my road. It is also very probable that 
people will park across my dropped curb and exit. Double decker 
buses use this road often at considerable speed. I am in my 
seventies and have restricted mobility so I am very alarmed at 
the current proposal in respect of my safety. I would like to speak 
to the relevant South Glos officer and show him the problem. 

Fallowfield and Hawkins Close. 

Why has the junction with The Dell not been included? People 
are going to start parking (and already do) on the road there 
between driveways. This makes it very difficult for us to get off 
our drive as we are on the corner and the traffic is on being 
forced onto the wrong side of the road which is blind to our 
property. 

Thanks for your comments. We will add proposals to The 
Dell for future consultation. 

The proposal has completely ignored the junction of The Dell 
with miller Drive. The lines further up the road will just make 
people park further down the road. The Dell junction is directly 
opposite my house and people park here and this forces traffic to 
drive on the wrong side on a blind bend which makes it 
dangerous to get cars onto and off my driveway as the traffic 
cannot be seen coming down the hill. 

Thanks for your comments. We will add proposals to The 
Dell for future consultation. 

Cars and Vans are parking outside and near my drive blocking 
site lines. We need double yellows along Millers Drive on both 
sides and at the junction with Fallowfield (to be incorporated with 
the proposed dropped kerbs). 

Thanks for your comments. We will propose to add double 
yellows on the junction of Fallowfield.  

I am totally against double yellow lines between Hawkins Close 
and Coombes Way, drivers will merely park their cars on the 
opposite side of the road moving down the road towards The 
Dell, which will result in a more dangerous reduction of visibility 
than already exists, particularly for residents trying to move their 
vehicles off their driveways. In addition this proposal will result in 
more vehicles attempting to park in the already congested side 
roads (most of which are cul de sacs) for example Makin Close. 
Despite numerous residents myself included either extending 
their driveways or having their front gardens completely paved 
over (in their own attempts to improve upon an already 
congested situation) you still have people parking in turning 
spaces, perhaps the council can address this issue? The 
congested parking within Makin Close is already a cause for 
concern for those of us living at the head of the cul de sac in that 
it may be impossible at certain times for an emergency vehicle to 
access our properties. The proposed changes in waiting 
restrictions will only serve to exacerbate this problem. The 
existing white lines are in my opinion sufficient to advise 
motorists not to park on the corner of Hawkins Close and Millers 
Drive and the other roads mentioned in the questions. The bus 
stop which is going up the hill away from Hawkins Close on 
Millers Drive is particularly badly positioned because it is on the 
brow of the hill and therefore it may be more beneficial to look at 
the positioning of the bus stops within the Millers Drive vicinity 
and re-siting them to more appropriate positions, rather than 
fixing a problem which doesn't exist by creating a more 
dangerous scenario and impacting upon the safety of the 
residents. 

Thanks for your comments. We will propose to add double 
yellow lines on both sides of Millers drive between 
Fallowfield and Hawkins Close. 

I think having the lines on millers drive will encourage people to 
park on the other side of the road. This will enable people to 
speed down the hill towards Cloverlea road. At the moment 
people need to slow down as there are sometimes cars parked 
there. If people park on the opposite side of the road this will be 
dangerous as they will be parked on a bend, causing cars 

Thanks for your comments. We will propose to add double 
yellow lines on both sides of Millers drive between 
Fallowfield and Hawkins Close.  
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difficultly to drive round. It will also be dangerous for pedestrians 
trying to cross the road. I do not think that people parking in this 
area causes any problems to warrant putting lines here. People 
always park considerably and does not appear to cause 
problems to other road users. It will encourage people to park in 
the side streets making these busier for residents. I do not think 
that there is a justifiable reason to do this from the statement of 
reasons. 

It doesn't seem sensible to put lines here as cars will just be 
parked on the other side of the road. By doing so, drivers coming 
up the hill will be hindered and those doing downhill will have 
right of way, potentially encouraging them to speed going 
downhill. 
 
Parking is considerate and from my experience does not appear 
to cause disruption to buses or other road users. 

Thanks for your comments. We will propose to add double 
yellow lines on both sides of Millers drive between 
Fallowfield and Hawkins Close. 

The current white lines on the corners of the roads mentioned 
are sufficient to advise drivers where NOT to park. From my 
investigations I would say that it is quite unusual to see vehicles 
parked on the existing white lines.  
If double yellow lines are put down on Millers Drive between the 
turnings into Hawkins Close and Coombes Way, vehicles will 
simply park on the opposite side of the road which will mean the 
sight lines will be even more restricted and result in a more 
dangerous reduction of visibility. Or even worse drives will try 
and park in the already very congested side roads. 
Emergency vehicles already have great difficulty in getting in and 
out of the side roads as do the refuse collection vehicles.  
 
Many households have widened their drives and some have 
paved over their front gardens to provide additional parking.  
Double yellow lines on Millers Drive will mean the loss of vital 
parking spaces.  
Speed humps should be strategically placed to reduce the speed 
of vehicles at the 'pinch points' on Millers Drive and Cloverdale 
Road. 
 
The positioning of the bus stop on the upward slope of Millers 
Drive is on the brow of the hill and when buses are stopped the 
site line is very poor.  
Perhaps the positioning of the bus stops on Millers Drive could 
be more evenly spaced apart and not positioned on the brow of 
the hill. 

Thanks for your comments. We will propose to add double 
yellow lines on both sides of Millers drive between 
Fallowfield and Hawkins Close in a future consultation. 
 
Traffic calming and re-sitting the bus stops are beyond the 
remit of the scheme. 

 
Your comments have been forwarded to the Council’s 
Assess & Decide team for information.  South 
Gloucestershire Council has an agreed process whereby 
requests for highway improvements may be submitted for 
consideration for inclusion on the Local Transport Priority 
List.  Schemes that are added to this list are scored 
annually against key transport criteria as set out in the 
Joint Local Transport Plan.  The following link to the SGC 
public website explains the scheme prioritisation process: 
 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport-
priority-list/ 
 

We feel strongly that the double yellow lines between Hawkins 
Close and Coombes Way should be on the other side of the road 
than proposed. Cars park frequently in this area. While they park 
on the Hawkins Close/Coombes Way side the visibility for other 
road users is at a maximum. If double yellow lines are put here 
then drivers will park on the opposite side of the road. Exit from 
Fallowfield onto Millers Drive is already far from ideal, because of 
the bend in the road in both directions. If cars are parked around 
this area, and around the bus stop on Millers Drive outside 28 
Millers Drive, then visibility for drivers will be dangerous impeded. 
Please amend the proposals either to put the double yellow lines 
on the north side of Millers Drive or else leave the area on the 
south side available for parking as now. 

Thanks for your comments. We will propose to add double 
yellow lines on both sides of Millers drive between 
Fallowfield and Hawkins Close and double yellows on the 
junction of Fallowfield. 

As local residents we are concerned that these proposed extra 
parking restrictions will have a major impact with the extra 
volume of parked cars within our cul-de-sac. The reason local 
residents are parking on Millers Drive is because parking is 
already limited within the local streets. If this proposal goes 
ahead despite our concerns we hope that the local authority will 
address any additional parking issues that may occur. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
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Pennine Road/Grampian Close  

I have written before about extending the double yellow lines in 
Pennine Road. As I have commented the double lines that are 
there at present should be extended further down from the 
Junction to at least house number 7. So many cars and lorries 
park near the junction and as we have to come out of a lane onto 
Pennine Road we have limited room to manoeuvre as we are 
right on top the junction and any vehicles coming into Pennine 
Road would likely collide with us. It is just an accident waiting to 
happen. 

Thanks for your comments. 

This exercise appears to be a desktop operation, clearly if 
anyone had been to site and noted the movements and parking 
the yellow lines would not be proposed. We do not want yellow 
lines, this is not an inner city with parking problems, yellow lines 
detract from the village feel. We have lived ohere for 38 years 
since the estate was built. There has never been any accidents 
at this junction in all this time so why try to fix a problem that 
does not exist. In terms of safety any monies would be better 
spent on slowing traffic on Pennine Rd, there are rather indistinct 
20mph markings on the road but motorists pay no attention to 
these. 
Also if any highways person had visited site they would have 
seen that for whatever reason cars only normally park on the rhs 
coming into Pennine Rd and the junction with Grampian Close is 
rarely obstructed. Why on earth you want to put yellow lines 
down at the entrance of Pennine Rd I do not know. Also if you 
force vehicles to park on the lhs of Pennine Rd I consider you will 
be creating a hazard as vehicles exiting from Grampian Close 
turning left into Pennine Rd will be facing head on with vehicles 
coming down Pennine Rd from North St, please do not create 
this hazard and also if you have funds do something about 
vehicle speed. 
 
There is also the issue of the school run for SBL school, we are 
quite happy for people to drop off and collect their children using 
Pennine Rd, if you restrict parking here you will potentially create 
a problem elsewhere. Finally I consider your proposals as ill-
conceived and a total waste of scarce resources, again trying to 
fix a problem that does not exist. I would really like to know who 
has suggested we have a problem here. 

Thanks for your comments. 

I see no reason to have a restricted waiting area between the 
start of Pennine Road and Grampian Close, except on the 
opposite side of the road to me where parents often stop in 
school times to drop off or pick up their children. Even though 
this forms a temporary nuisance pulling into Pennine Road, I 
dont know where they would park if there was a restriction. It 
would force them to move elsewhere and maybe make the 
situation worse. Outside of school hours, I have never found 
there to be a problem. No buses use Pennine Road, so I dont 
see what would be gained by this restriction. 
 
People visiting the Crown and Horseshoe also park on Pennine 
Road to go to the pub, and this is more long term than parents 
can be, but I still see no reason to restrict access. Perhaps the 
first few yards of the corners of the road would make more sense 
to have a restriction, as egress in an out can have restricted 
viewing pulling onto North Street, but certainly not any further 
than 1 Pennnine Rod. 
 
Also I have a caravan and live as you can see on what I call an 
inland drive with no road frontage. As a caravan owner, I often 
have to leave the caravan on the road briefly if other neighbours 
are having work done or coming in or out of the driveway. A 
restriction on the start off Pennine Road on my side would 

Thanks for your comments. 
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seriously restrict movement of the caravan and mean that it 
would maybe have to be parked further down the road outside 
other homes.  
 
I see no advantage to having the restrictions on Pennine Road or 
Grampian Close. If this went ahead it would cause parking 
problems for friends and relative visiting and as far as I am 
concerned have NO POSITIVE implications. 

I don't agree that there is a need for the double yellow lines on 
either side of this junction. The road is a designated 20 MPH 
zone and a no through road (cul-de-sac) so the amount of traffic 
using Grampian Close is limited to the 25 households in 
Grampian Close and whom I have observed approach the 
junction with caution and have never had any problem with 
visibility in to Pennine road. 
 
If the decision is to go ahead with the double yellow lines then I 
would like the lines to end just before the drain covers in the 
gutters on either side of the road. That would leave sufficiently 
clear area on the junction and still allow one parking space 
outside Number 1 Grampian Close without restricting visibility of 
the junction into Pennine Road. 

Thanks for your comments. 

Redfield Hill  

The junction where Redfield Hill joins the main road can be very 
dangerous. 1) Vehicles park on the main road outside the vets 
completely blocking the view of a driver turning left or right onto 
the main road. 
2) Vehicles are frequently parked on the road outside the house 
directly opposite the entrance to Redfield Hill. This house has off 
road parking. 
These vehicles make the junction a hazard. 
I request consideration for an extension of the no waiting 
marking at any time to these two sections of road. 
 
In addition, there is local concern on two points concerning traffic 
and parking in this area: 
- that the 4 new homes recently built in a back garden directly 
opposite the vets have their drive way onto the Main Rd very 
close to the junction noted above. A no waiting at any time 
marking as described above would prevent owners and visitors 
adding to danger at this junction. 
- the planning permission granted to build a house in a garden 
just north of the Vets will lead to an increase in hazards if 
building vehicles are allowed to park or unload on the main road. 
I hope planning permission stipulated that such vehicles need to 
unload/ park on the site. Local people have already expressed 
their concerns but nobody appears to be listening. 

Thanks for your comments. We will propose to add double 
yellow lines on and opposite the junction of Redfield Hill 
and High Street. 

School Road  

The entire scheme is pointless without appropriate enforcement. 
Existing enforcement (on the evidence of School Rd) is derisory. 
We have No Stopping lines (although badly worn now) outside 
the school which are regularly used for parking by deliver 
vehicles (mostly delivering to the school) and parents at drop off 
and pick up times, leading to major congestion. I have also seen 
school buses and (only once!) a S Glos van using them for 
parking. However, given that the entire legal parking stretch is 
taken up by school and playgroup staff this is hardly surprising. 
There have been one or two minor car incidents and altercations 
with residents over parents parking in drives, but I am amazed 
no child has been injured (to my knowledge) as they and parents 
thread their way amongst the congestion. The school seems to 
do nothing to police the ziz-zag lines, and on the rare occasions 
an 'enforcement' vehicle comes along it does so at times that are 

Thanks for your comments. See Note 1 above. 
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predictable quiet. Just a waste of petrol. 
 
Solutions? Not easy I agree. A few parking tickets would certainly 
help, but creating some space for deliveries and parents would 
be more positive. Perhaps a 20m stretch of '15 minute only' 
parking between 8 and 4 would help. Surely the professionals 
can come up with a more positive solution that a bit more yellow 
paint! 
 
On the subject of paint, the ziz-zags do need repainting, as do 
the double yellows at the junction of School Rd and High St. In 
the latter case it is not wear, but shoddy workmanship that is the 
cause. When originally painted the existing white 'keep clear' 
lines were not removed, resulting in a white-yellow-yellow 
marking. Not in the highway code and I doubt any court would 
uphold the, Again, they are quite regularly parked on. 

The proposal for new double lines outside of 45 School road 
appear to very long.  
 
I understand it is a junction that needs to be kept clear and I 
support this. It is the length of them outside of 45 that is of 
concern. 
 
I assume this has been suggested as the road appears to be 
more narrow at this point. The reason for the road narrowing at 
this point is the undergrowth opposite (and other natural rubbish) 
is covering a large part of the tarmack. Removing this would 
widen the road substantially, as can be seen opposite number 47 
where it has been partially cleared. 
 
Has this overgrowth been considered when planning these lines? 
 
We already have restricted parking available at busy times (and 
less once the Cherry tree flats are completed) and it would be a 
shame to to lose valuable space when there are possible options 
for keeping this part of the highway clear. 
 
If this space would help to reduce the length of the lines, but can 
not be cleared by the council I would be happy to personally 
contact the landowner to find a way to resolve the overgrowth 
issue? 

Thanks for your comments. We will shorten the proposed 
double yellow lines outside 45 School Road. 

Westcourt Drive  

Double yellow lines are desperately needed on the junction of 
Westcourt Drive / Court Road as badly parked cars and vans 
make entering / leaving the junction very dangerous indeed a 
van is parked here without moving for weeks on end. 

Thanks for your comments. We will propose double yellow 
lines on the junction of Westcourt Drive and Court Road in 
the next consultation. 

There are no proposals to stop pavement parking in Fairway 
Close, Glenwood Drive and the rest of Westcourt Drive. 

 

Thanks for your comments. 

West Street  

We live where the yellow lines are proposed which is great and 
very much needed BUT we are in the process of dropping the 
kerb at the front of our house (we have the council approval 
agreed/streetcare permission etc.) and this will be carried out by 
the end of this year. We decided to proceed with this option to 
extend the driveway because our driveway is always being 
blocked and pulling out of our driveway is very dangerous when 
cars are parked (as they usually are!) on both sides of our 
driveway so we are dropping the kerb out the front to allow for 
another opening. My partner & I have narrowly avoided an 
accident on numerous occasions! So we are pleased that double 
yellow lines are proposed, however due to the current driveway 

Thanks for your comments. We will modify the proposals 
outside 29 West Street. 
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changes being made to the front of our house, the kerb will be 
completely dropped along the entire length of no 29 and so I 
think the double yellow line proposal should be extended to the 
whole length of the front of 29 West Street which will follow the 
dropped kerb otherwise it will stop short and look odd. 

 
My husband parks his work pick up van next to our house, he 
could park it outside our house but doesn’t do that so it is easier 
for the buses to get through. Since he has parked his van there 
he has had the handles and locks glued, glue squirted on the 
window screen and has had it scratched. He has also had notes 
about not parking there from anonymous people. I don’t see the 
problem with him parking there as it doesn’t stop cars 
/emergency services from going down there.  
He also has a lot of tools in his van and the van has been broken 
into when not parked outside ours.  
The van is not parked there in the day, only on a evening.  
I don’t think it is necessary for double yellow lines outside and 
around the side of our house. 

Thanks for your comments. 

West street behind church, I live in Court road but my garage is 
at the rear of my property on west street, I already have issues 
with people parking outside my garage and on occasions unable 
to use so would be better to continue the yellow lines in front of 
the garages or hatch them off your consideration of this proposal 
would be appreciated. 

Thanks for your comments. We will consult on adding 
waiting restrictions across your garage.  

We support the scheme as a whole as long as residents who 
need to park vehicles on the road near their homes are not 
affected by this. Maybe 1 small vehicle allowed for 86A onwards 
and church visitors. 

Thanks for your comments. 
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Appendix B 

 

Comments received at Consultation via other methods Officer’s response 

I understand you are painting a yellow line on Grasmere Gardens, I am 

confused why this needs to be done, on a quiet road. 

 

More important issue is on Windermere road, where large vans are parked 

all along one side which then  makes the road into 1 lane, there is a blind 

spot here and we have had many close encounters with other vehicles 

turning into or coming out, also turning into Grasmere Gardens, There is 

more potential for a server accident to occur.  

 

I am surprised this was not on your plans, turning into Grasmere gardens, 

we have Vans parked on the corners, this again as not been looked at?? 

Thanks for your comments. All the 
proposals were added to the plan on 
request.  
 
Proposing waiting restrictions in cul-
de-sacs is usually contentious unless 
the majority of residents support 
them. We wouldn’t usually add them 
at this stage based on one request. 

Further to your letter dated 30th October regarding Oldland Common 

waiting restrictions, great news that double yellow lines are being 

proposed outside our house, however I would just like to point out/make 

you aware that we are in the process of dropping the kerb outside our 

house (council permission & streetcare has been granted) to enable us to 

extend our current driveway. Therefore it would be better for the yellow 

lines to be extended to the full length of the dropped kerb covering the full 

length of our driveway, otherwise in my opinion it will look silly!  

Thanks for your comment. We will 
modify the proposals. 

 

Thanks for your comments. We will 
consult on adding double yellows to 
the junction of Fallowfield.  
 
Re-sitting the bus stops are beyond 
the remit and budget of the scheme. 

 
 
Your comments have been forwarded 
to the Council’s Assess & Decide 
team for information.  South 
Gloucestershire Council has an 
agreed process whereby requests for 
highway improvements may be 
submitted for consideration for 
inclusion on the Local Transport 
Priority List.  Schemes that are added 
to this list are scored annually against 
key transport criteria as set out in the 
Joint Local Transport Plan.  The 
following link to the SGC public 
website explains the scheme 
prioritisation process: 
 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport
-and-streets/streets/road-safety-
traffic-schemes/local-transport-
priority-list/ 
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