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DATE: 14 November 2018  
 
 
Purpose of Report 
 

1. To consider objections received following the statutory advertisement of the proposed 
waiting restrictions in the Emersons Green ward and Folly Brook Road, Westerleigh Ward. 

 
Policy 
 

2. The joint Local Transport Plan (2011-2026) sets out policies to deliver an affordable, low 
carbon, accessible, integrated, efficient and reliable transport network to achieve a more 
competitive economy and better connected, more active and healthy communities. The 
Joint Local Transport Plan is based around five key transport goals. 

 

 Reduce carbon emissions 

 Support economic growth 

 Promote accessibility 

 Contribute to better safety, security and health 

 Improve quality of life and a healthy natural environment 

 
Background 
 

3. Following meetings and site visits with Local Councillors and review of requests received 
over the last 5 years, it is proposed to modify existing waiting restrictions and introduce new 
waiting restrictions which include; No waiting at any time (double yellow lines), no waiting 
during prescribed hours (single yellow lines), and limited waiting.  
 

The Issues 
 

4. To restrict dangerous areas of parking, maintain visibility at accesses and junctions, whilst 
ensuring that there is adequate parking provision for residents and visitors accessing the 
local shops and businesses.  
 

5. The scheme engineer has worked with the Local Members in developing the proposals. 
 
 
 
 



 
Consultation - 
 

6. Public consultation of the initial proposals was undertaken twice, the second round of 
consultation being split into two separate consultations for separate areas running 
simultaneously, between the following dates:   

i. Consultation 1 – 14th November 2016 to 5th December 2016  
ii. Consultation 2 – 20th March 2017 to 10th April 2017  
iii. Consultation 2, Westons Brake area – 20th March 2017 to 10th April 2017 

 
Consultation 1 – (Emersons Green waiting restriction review)  
The online consultation drawing was viewed a total of 473 times. There were 340 individuals 
and organisations that responded to the consultation. 
The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed.  The respondents 
were asked to fill out a questionnaire. Figures 1, 2 and 3 show a summary of the questionnaire 
responses.  
Respondents were asked to select which roads they wished to comment on, then to state 
whether they supported the proposals for the particular roads they chose. Figure 1 shows the 
results to this question for the particular roads each respondent chose, the respondents who 
said they agreed with the proposals are shown in green, the respondents who said they didn’t 
agree with the proposals are shown in orange, the respondents who were unsure are shown in 
grey. Any roads included in the proposals that received no responses are not included.  
 
Figure1:  
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Figure 2 shows the results of the responses received for Church Farm Road. The respondents 
were asked which section of the proposals on Church Farm Road (the proposed double yellow 
lines (DYL) and single yellow lines (SYL) between the junctions of Glevum Close and Robbins 
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Court/between numbers 25 to 43 Church Farm Road and the proposed single yellow line (SYL) 
opposite the junction with Johnson Road/outside numbers 78 to 70 Church Farm Road) for the 
proposals between numbers 25 to 43 the respondents were asked whether they agreed with 
the proposed double yellow lines, this is shown in figure 2 in pink. They were also asked if they 
agreed with the proposed single yellow line between 25 and 43 Church Farm Road shown in 
light blue in figure 2, as well as if they agreed with the proposed single yellow line outside 
number 70 to 78 Church Farm Road shown in purple, they were given the option to choose; 
yes, no, I don’t know or no-I would like double yellow lines instead.  
 
Figure 2: 

  
 
Figure 3 shows the results of the question put to the respondents where they were asked to 
select their preferred operation times if they single yellow line were to proceed to 
implementation.  
 
Figure 3: 

 
In light of some of the responses received during this consultation the decision was made to make 
several changes to the proposals and re-consult on some of the changes. The roads where 
changes were made and included in further consultation were as follows:~ 



 

 Baynton Meadow, 

 Bishop Road, 

 Church Farm Road, 

 Cynder Way, 

 Pinkers Mead, 

 Quarry Way, 

 Rushy Way, 

 Wadham Grove. 

 Westons Brake. 
The roads that were subject to change due to comments received but were not subjected to a 
second informal consultation are as follows: 

 Blackhorse Lane – No waiting at any time (double yellow lines) restriction will be added 
outside number 44 in line with the rest of the proposals for this road.  

 Church Farm Road – The proposed no waiting during prescribed hours (single yellow line) 
restriction between numbers 70-78 will be changed to no waiting at any time (double yellow 
lines). 

 Church Farm Road - The proposed no waiting during prescribed hours (single yellow line) 
restriction between numbers 70-43 will be changed to no waiting at any time (double yellow 
lines). 

 Guest Avenue – The no waiting at any time (double yellow lines) restriction will be removed 
from the proposals.  

 Manor Grove – Most of the no waiting at any time (double yellow lines) restrictions will be 
removed from the proposals.  

 
Consultation 2 – (Emersons Green waiting restriction review – Consultation 2)  
Below shows the total number of times each proposal drawing was viewed. 

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

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

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

 T309-011-02.6 - Proposals for Wadham Grove – 79 times 
There were 16 individuals and organisations that responded to the consultation via the 
questionnaire and 2 other responses received by post. 
The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed.   
The respondents were asked to fill out a questionnaire. Figures 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 show the 
results of the questionnaire responses.  
Respondents were asked to select which roads they wished to comment on, then to state whether 
they supported the proposals for the particular roads they chose. 
Figure1: 
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Consultation 2 – (Emersons Green waiting restriction review – Consultation 2-Westons Brake 
Area)  
 
The online consultation drawing was viewed a total of 377 times. There were 78 individuals and 
organisations that responded to the consultation via the online questionnaire and 6 individuals that 
responded by other methods.  
 
The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed.  The respondents 
were asked to fill out a questionnaire. Figures 1, 2, 3, 4, 5 and 6 show a summary of the 
questionnaire responses.  
 
Respondents were asked the following questions:  
1. Do you support the scheme as a whole (i.e. do you think that the Emersons Green area as a 

whole needs this review)? – The responses to this question are shown in Figure 1.  
2. Did you read the feedback report from the first consultation – Emersons Green Waiting 

Restriction Review? – The responses to this question are shown in Figure 2.  
3. Do you feel that you fully understand what is being proposed? – The responses to this question 

are shown in Figure 3.  
4. Please state whether you agree or disagree with the proposals for each road within the 

area.(The respondents had the option to choose whether they agreed, partially agreed or 
disagreed with the proposals for Wick Wick Close, Rushy Way, Westons Brake, Quarry Way 
and Cynder Way). The responses to this question are shown in Figure 4.  

5. Do you agree with the proposed limited waiting within the area? The responses to this question 
are shown in figure 5.  

6. If the respondent chose ‘No’ in the question above, that they didn’t agree with the proposed 
limited waiting, then they had to answer an additional question which was; On which road do 
you feel that there should not be limited waiting? The responses to this question are shown in 
Figure 6.  
 

Figure 1: 
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Figure 6: 

 
 
7. The advertised proposals consist of:- 

Prohibiting vehicles waiting at any time in parts of Aintree Drive, Badminton Road, Bampton 
Close, Baynton Meadow, Beaufort Court, Beaufort Road, Beck Close, Bishop Road, 
Blackhorse Lane, Boscombe Crescent, Cave Grove, Chine View, Church Farm Road, Cynder 
Way, Emerson Way, Folly Brook Road, Fontwell Drive, Garnett Place, Hallen Close, Home 
Field Close, Johnson Road, Longmead Road, Lychet Drive, Maggs Close, Manor Road, 
Mendip Cresent, Morley Avenue, Pinkers Mead, Pomphrey Hill, Quarry Way, Rodway Hill, 
Rushy Way, Sarum Close, St Lukes Close, The Meads, Turnbridge Way, Wadham Grove, 
Westbourne Road, Westerleigh Road, Westons Brake, Wheelers Patch and Wick Wick Close.  

Limited waiting in parts of Westons Brake, Quarry Way, and Cynder Way.  

A plan showing the proposals is shown in Appendix B. 

 
8. The proposals were advertised from 22nd May 2018 to 2nd July 2018  

 
9. Responses received are as follows:- 

Received 61 objections and 19 other comments. 

The responses are summarised in Appendix A. 
 
Options 
 
10. There are three options for how to proceed:- 

 

 Implement the scheme as advertised 

 Implement the scheme with some changes 

 Abandon the scheme 
 

0

10

20

30

40

50

Yes No

Do you agree with the proposed limited waiting 
within the area? 

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Westons Brake

Cynder Way

Quarry Way

All of them

I agree with the location of the limited waitng but not…

Of the 32 Respondents that said no they were asked: On which road do 
you feel that there should not be limited waiting?



 

Financial Implications (includes tax implications such as VAT) 
 
11. Implementing the Emersons Green waiting restriction review can be met from the £18,327 

(£8,496 has been spent to date 12/10/2018) budget allocated to scheme NM17/2016 within the 
directorate’s 2018/19 Capital Programme. Should the scheme be abandoned then the 
remaining funding would be re-allocated within the confines of the grant conditions. 

 
Paul Webb, Finance Manager 
 01454 865715 
 
Legal Implications 
 
12. In reaching a decision the Executive Member for Transport is required to consider the 

responses received to the consultation. Details of the outcome of the consultations and the 
officer response to them are contained in this report. There are no other legal implications 
arising from this report. 

 
Andrew Griffiths, Solicitor and Group Manager, Legal Team 
 01454 863037. 
 
Human Resources Implications 
 
13. There are no human resources implications arising from this report. 
 
Gaynor Fisher, HR Business Partner - Environment and Community Services  
 01454 868193. 
 
Environmental Implications  
 

14. The proposed scheme aims to improve traffic flow, increase safety for vulnerable road 
users and improve the local environment for residents in affected area. There may be some 
associated reduction in emissions from vehicles and therefore some improvements to 
localised air quality.  

 
Lucy Rees, Senior Environmental Policy & Climate Change Officer 
 01454 862224 
E: EnvironmentalPolicy@southglos.gov.uk 
 
Social Implications 
 
14. The proposed waiting restrictions should provide a safer and more social environment for the 

community in and around the Emersons Green Ward. 
 
Mark Pullin, Strong, Safer Communities Manager 
 01454 868480.  
 
Economic Implications 
 

15. There are no direct economic implications arising from this report or the recommendation.  
 

Antony Merritt, Strategic Economic Developments Manager  
 01454 863645. 
 
 

mailto:EnvironmentalPolicy@southglos.gov.uk


Equalities Consideration 
 
16. This proposal has potential positive implications for some protected characteristics in terms of 

age and disability as these groups can be adversely affected by inconsiderate parking. There 
are no adverse implications identified.  

  
Katie Myles, Trainee Engineer Technician  
 01454 863028 
 
Privacy Impact Assessment 
 
17. There are no privacy issues. 
 
Mark Shearman, Principal Engineer, Design & Operations Team, Streetcare 
 01454 863601 
 
Risks, Mitigations & Opportunities 
 
18. Implementation of the scheme should help protect access for emergency vehicles. 

 
Other Implications 
 
19. There are no other significant implications for the council. 
 
Local Member 
 
20. Following circulation of the report the local members have commented as follows:- 

“With significant feedback from residents over the course of these consultations, I support the 
current designs which do their best to strike a balance with the various needs of the area.” – 
Councillors Rachael Hunt, Colin Hunt and Dave Kearns. 

 
 

Conclusions 
 
21. Whist we recognise that the scheme has received a number of objections officers have worked 

with members and other stakeholders to mitigate the impact of the scheme and therefore given 
the benefit to the community it is recommended that the proposed waiting restrictions in 
Emersons Green should be implemented as advertised and the restrictions on Folly Brook 
Road be implemented as shown on the amended plan T309-011-15 Rev B.  
Following a meeting with the Local Members, restrictions on Folly Brook Road have been 
amended to address some of the concerns of the objectors, by retaining more parking on Folly 
Brook Road. By removing some of the proposed double yellow lines, approximately 18 spaces 
will be retained and in total there will be space along Folly Brook Road for approximately 136 
cars. In addition, bays will be marked out on the road to indicate where parking is acceptable 
and ensure that everyone parks in such a way that maximises the space for everyone. Marking 
out bays will also show that it is not necessary to park on the verges.  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 

Decision 
 

1. Both the local member and officers see value in progressing the proposed waiting 
restrictions, with some amendments made to the Folly Brook Road area.  It is therefore 
recommended that the proposed waiting restrictions In Emersons Green should be 
implemented as advertised and the restrictions in Folly Brook Road be implemented as 
shown on plan number T309-011-15 Rev B. 

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

3. That the objectors are informed accordingly. 
 

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

 
 
 
Nigel Riglar 
Director of Environment and Community Services  
 
14 November 2018 
 
Departmental Contact 
Katie Myles, Trainee Engineer Technician, Design & Operations Team, Streetcare 
 01454 863028 
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Appendices 
Appendix A - Summary of objections 
Appendix B - Drawing number; T309-011-02- Rev C – Overview of advertised restrictions in 
Emersons Green  
Appendix C – Drawing number; T309-011-15-Rev A – Advertised restrictions in Folly Brook Road 
Appendix D – Drawing number; T309-011-15 Rev B – Amended restrictions in Folly Brook Road 
 
  



APPENDIX A – STATUTORY OBJECTIONS 
 

Objectors comments Officers comments 

Statutory objections 
Objection to the scheme on grounds of the 
following:- 
 

 

Objection 1 
 Traffic and parking issues on Church 
Farm Road by Mangotfiled Primary School 
are only a problem around School times. 
At these times many people park with no 
regard to the double yellow lines. By 
having double yellow lines you are just 
discriminating against the local residents 
who actually obey the double yellow lines 
and are not able to park outside of their 
own home at any time.  
For the short period of time when parking 
is an issue for School drop off and pick up 
it would be better to remove the double 
yellow lines and replace with sincle yellow 
lines with a times parking restriction by 
Mangotsfield Primary School and actually 
enfore this better with more regular traffic 
warden patrol. This would be much more 
reasonable for the local residents.  
I would also suggest the waiting restriction 
within the School lay by be amended 
during the School term time only as this is 
the only time that lay by restrictions are 
necessary.  

Thank you for your comments.  
We appreciate the concerns but parking opposite 
or within 10 metres of a junction is contrary to the 
highway code. Parking in this location is clearly 
causing considerable concern amongst road users 
as indicated by the overall response to the 
previous consultations and comments from the bus 
operator and Town Council. 
Having term time only restrictions is very difficult to 
manage as these can change from year to year. 
Traffic sign regulations do not allow us to use the 
words “Term time only” on signs.   

Objection 2 
With the restrictions you are now 
proposing on Church Farm road with it’s 
junction with Ham Farm Lane you will push 
the vehicles that currently park there onto 
the junction of Ham Farm lane with it’s 
junction with of Ham Farm Lane Cul-de-
Sac. This is already subjected to vehicles 
being parked around the corners making it 
impossible to safely navigate especially 
during school start and finish times. 
Accidents involving children have been 
recorded at this junction This is also true of 
the turning area in the Cul-de-Sac of Ham 
Farm Lane. We currently have a waiting 
restriction in force which is always ignored. 
Vehicles park in the turning area making 
difficult for other vehicles to turn around, 
dangerous for those who walk and blocks 
my driveway access. I have asked several 
times before for double yellow lines to put 
in place so it can be used as a cul-de-sac 
turn around as originally designed. Please 

Thank you for your comments.  
There are no new restrictions proposed on Ham 
Farm Lane.  
It is too late to add this area to the current 
proposals. Any new restrictions that are added 
must be consulted upon and the consultations for 
this scheme have already taken place several 
times.  
Your request has been added to the list of 
requests to be considered the next time waiting 
restrictions are reviewed in the area.  



 

can you include this area in your current 
proposal? 

Objection 3 
With reference to: 
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/gf2.ti
/f/930402/37050469.1/PDF/-
/T309011021Rev_B__Proposed__Inset_1.
pdf 
 
On Quarry Way, in the area adjacent 
numbers 3,4 and 28 (where Quarry Way 
splits three ways) the no waiting mark on 
the layout on the corner adjacent number 4 
appears to only be applied to the apex of 
the curve. This is a particularly dangerous 
spot for vehicles to park as it severely 
impedes visibility through the junction, 
where traffic priority is undefined. 
This no waiting marking should continue 
further into the cul-de-sac part of Quarry 
Way at least past the existing section of 
tactile paving (otherwise vehicles could 
park across an area indicating safe 
crossing to vision impaired pedestrians) 
and preferably all the way down to beyond 
the driveway of number 6. 

Thank you for your comments.  
It is too late to add this area to the current 
proposals. Any new restrictions that are added 
must be consulted upon and the consultations for 
this scheme have already taken place several 
times. 
Furthermore vehicles must not park across a 
crossing point and if they do so they risk receiving 
a penalty charge notice for the Councils Parking 
Services Team.  
Your request has been added to the list of 
requests to be considered the next time waiting 
restrictions are reviewed in the area. 

Objection 4 
In respect of the No Waiting Restrictions 
proposed for Church Farm Road, I cannot 
understand why there is a break in the 
restrictions outside numbers 37 and 39. 
The properties opposite (numbers 36 and 
38) have driveways and it is difficult to pull 
onto the road safely when vehicles are 
parked on the roadside outside numbers 
37 and 39. In addition, vehicles parked 
here lead to traffic priority complications in 
respect of the road narrowing between 
numbers 41 and 42. Lastly, as there is a 
bus stop outside number 36, a car parked 
outside number 37 blocks the road entirely 
when a bus is present. I suggest that the 
proposed No Waiting Restrictions for 
Church Farm Road are reviewed in respect 
of the above. 

Thank you for your comments.  
There is a break in the line because the road is 
more than wide enough to allow parking on one 
side of the road whilst still allowing traffic to pass. 
Parked cars also act as additional traffic calming to 
slow the speeds of the traffic through this 
residential estate.  

Objection 5 
I object to “Double yellow lines” outside my 
house and down Westons Brake between 
numbers 89-97  because it will mean 
people will have to park opposite our 
house and this will make it extremely 
difficult for me to manouver my car onto 
and off my driveway.  

Thank you for your comments.  
Double yellow lines are proposed locations where 
vehicles should not be parked in the first place 
according to rule 243 of the Highway Code which 
states that vehicles must not stop or park on a 
bend or opposite or within 10 metres (32 feet) of a 
junction, except in an authorised parking space or 
when forced to do so by stationary traffic.  



This means our driveway will not be fit for 
the purpose it was designed for. It will also 
cause even more congestion on this 
development and make it impossible for 
emergency vehicles to get the necessary 
access they may need. 

Objection 6 
The addition of double yellow lines down 
folly brook road is going to cause 
considerable parking challenges for the 
people who work in the offices just off folly 
brook road.  Despite companies offering a 
park and ride service at their own expense, 
there is not enough parking.  Removing 
these spaces will have a knock on effect 
which will see the cars that park on the 
road currently move further out into the 
housing estates close by.  The new 
metrobus park and ride could also be a 
viable option which could see the metrobus 
park and ride become full, leaving no 
space for actual metrobus users.  It seems 
that the intentions of this scheme is to 
improve safety for residents of the 
surrounding areas by stopping dangerous 
parking, however this is likely to cause an 
increase in traffic at peak times, such as 
when children are walking to school, 
therefore it could actual have the reverse 
effect and be more dangerous.  Please 
consider placing double yellow lines on the 
corners of junctions along folly brook road 
rather than down the entire length.   

Thank you for your comments.  
Some of the double yellow lines where practical 
and safe to do so have been shortened to allow for 
more parking, however most of the double yellow 
lines must be implemented to ensure access for 
HGVs and keep junctions clear. The double yellow 
lines are proposed in places where people 
shouldn’t be parking anyway according to the 
highway code so the Council won’t be taking away 
any legitimate spaces. 
Furthermore the businesses should have been 
aware of the amount of parking spaces available 
when they bought/leased their offices.  

Objection 7 
The proposed restrictions in Folly Brook 
Road and adjacent residential areas will 
have an obvious detrimental impact on 
employees of local businesses that 
currently park in these areas. 
 
Despite the statement that the proposal will 
“[ensure] that there is adequate parking 
provision for residents and visitors 
accessing the local shops and businesses” 
there is NO consideration of employees of 
local businesses. 
 
The proposal does nothing to address the 
lack of parking available to businesses 
and, by reducing the areas available for 
parking in Folly Brook Road, will displace 
those cars that currently park there into 
neighbouring residential areas, thus also 
adversely impacting residents. 
 

Thank you for your comments.  
Some of the double yellow lines where practical 
and safe to do so have been shortened to allow for 
more parking, however most of the double yellow 
lines must be implemented to ensure access for 
HGVs and keep junctions clear. The double yellow 
lines are proposed in places where people 
shouldn’t be parking anyway according to the 
highway code so the Council won’t be taking away 
any legitimate spaces. 
Acquiring land and creating a car park is firmly 
beyond the remit of this scheme. 
Furthermore the businesses should have been 
aware of the amount of parking spaces available 
when they bought/leased their offices. 



 

The local authority is ultimately responsible 
for allowing the business parks to be built 
with insufficient parking, therefore needs to 
address the issue. There is land sitting 
empty adjacent to the Harlequin Office 
Park, which, if converted into an overspill 
car park, would solve the problem at a 
stroke. 

Objection 8 
How does removing 80% of parking on 
folly brook road, and removing parking in 
surrounding streets meet the purpose: 
whilst ensuring that there is adequate 
parking provision for residents and visitors 
accessing the local shops and businesses. 
 
if there is funding available wouldn't it be 
best used to build a car park in the 
wasteland off folly brook road and actually 
solve the problem of parking? 

Thank you for your comments.  
Some of the double yellow lines where practical 
and safe to do so have been shortened to allow for 
more parking, however most of the double yellow 
lines must be implemented to ensure access for 
HGVs and keep junctions clear. The double yellow 
lines are proposed in places where people 
shouldn’t be parking anyway according to the 
highway code so the Council won’t be taking away 
any legitimate spaces. 
Acquiring land and creating a car park is firmly 
beyond the remit of this scheme. 
Furthermore the businesses should have been 
aware of the amount of parking spaces available 
when they bought/leased their offices. 

Objection 9 
My objection to the planned waiting 
restrictions 

1. I am a resident in the affected area 
and would confirm that parking has 
indeed become an issue in the past 
two to three years.  

2. I do not want yellow lines 
introduced into this residential area. 

3. The issue of inconsiderate parking 
coincided with the introduction of 
yellow lines I the nearby Emerald 
Park (which you will know contains 
offices and business units).  
a. It is clear that individuals who 

work in the Emerald Park area 
have now taken to use this 
residential area as a parking 
Zone for their place of work.  

4. The council should instead manage 
the root cause of the problem which 
is and target the businesses located 
at Emerald Park.  
a. The introduction of yellow lines, 

will only serve to move the 
problem on to an alternative, 
probably residential area.  

5. Residences are aware of vehicles 
regularly parked in this area that 
effectively do not belong and, cause 
a nuisance.  

Thank you for your comments.  
Some of the double yellow lines where practical 
and safe to do so have been shortened to allow for 
more parking, however most of the double yellow 
lines must be implemented to ensure access for 
HGVs and keep junctions clear. The double yellow 
lines are proposed in places where people 
shouldn’t be parking anyway according to the 
highway code so the Council won’t be taking away 
any legitimate spaces. 
 
Acquiring land and creating a car park is firmly 
beyond the remit of this scheme. 
 
It would not be appropriate to issue residents with 
any such sticker for several reasons. It is not the 
responsibility of the general public to enforce 
parking that is what the fully trained and unbiased 
Civil Enforcement Officers and Police are for.  
 



a. Would it be a better alternative 
to educate the nuisance 
offenders by having the 
residences of this area issues 
with a number of ‘council 
endorsed’ label whereby if a 
local resident has identified a 
‘repeat offender’ the ‘formal 
council label’ can be placed on 
the vehicle owner windscreen in 
attempt to appeal to their 
decency? This could be a more 
proactive approach to the 
problem and significantly 
cheaper.  

b. This notice could also indicate 
that the council is looking to 
improve the parking at Emerald 
Park etc? 

c. I would estimate that the 
offenders are not aware of the 
true extent of the feelings held 
by residences in this area; a 
council endorsed message on 
their windscreen would surely 
bring this topic to light for them.  

6. To introduce yellow lines in this 
residential area is; 
a. Already a cost to the tax payer 

(meetings/admin/time) for all 
effected.  

b. A significant cost to implement  
c. A significant cost to endorse 

(employment of operative(s) 
walking around with a ticket 
machine) 

d. Grossly unsightly and would turn 
this very pleasant residential 
area into a look-a-like business 
estate.  

e. Degrade property value  
f. Fail to address the problem and 

just move it elsewhere.  
7. I sincerely hope that common sense 

will prevail… 

Objection 10  
Emersons Green Town Council:  
The comments of Emersons Green Town 
Council Planning Committee are: 
Objection, no information has been 
provided as to why the proposed changes 
are necessary, previous consultations 
have included this information.  

Thank you for your comments.  
The legal advert included the statement of reasons 
and plans of the proposed restrictions just like 
every other consultation that has taken place.   
 



 

Objection 11 
We have a number of residents who work 
from home, myself included.  Whilst I do 
not need spaces for my job, other 
residents may need the space for their 
cars (as some people do have more than 
one car or person at home) or the odd 
visitor for their business.   Driveways are 
used by us all, and even with this in place, 
the only cars ever parked in the relevant 
spaces are from those living in the cul de 
sac (or Badminton round houses who have 
access via the cul de sac).  We do not 
have issues with parking from people in 
the pub.   
There are a number of residents who have 
a need for visitor space to disability, which 
means that the visiting person (parent) 
cannot walk much more distance than from 
outside to the house and who would 
normally use a blue badge out and about. 
My question is, where would our general 
visitors park when visiting?  We can’t use 
the pub;  there will be no space anywhere 
in the surrounding roads (due to other 
lines).  The nearest place would be where?  
I’d like the suggestion please as I cannot 
think of where a suitable place would be to 
park for both residents (who have more 
than one car) or for their visitors?  In 
general, we operate a very friendly cul de 
sac where we are courteous with our 
parking, and as stated before, have no 
issue with outside vehicles apart from the 
ones connected to the residents.   
I feel the lines will cause more issues than 
resolve.  Would it be possible to have 
some form of sign that suggests residents 
parking only rather than lines?  I would 
welcome other suggestions that could be 
put in place that would work with the 
residents and not against.   
I await your suggestions.   

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

Objection 12 
I write to vehemently oppose the restriction 
proposal regarding random double yellow 
lines around entrances and corners of 
Weston’s Brake.   
 
Doing this will only push the problem more 
deeply into the estate causing dangers and 
frustrations to residents. The roads are 
narrow at the best of times without having 
inconsiderate parking on pavements, 

Thank you for your comments.  
Acquiring land and creating a car park is firmly 
beyond the remit of this scheme.  
Furthermore the businesses should have been 
aware of the amount of parking spaces available 
when they bought/leased their offices. 
Residents and visitors may park anywhere where it 
is legal and safe to do so.  
A resident permit scheme was not offered as the 
Council policy is to offer a permit scheme when 
“Normally, 50% of dwellings have no off street 



dangerously and without care or thought 
for the residents or their visitors.  
I live in a cul de sac where the turning bay 
is already being used as parking spaces. 
Supermarket delivery lorries are unable to 
turn around, as is anything larger than a 
transit. God forbid anyone should require 
the emergency services as no ambulance 
or fire engine would make it down the road 
now, let alone once you allow it to be a 
free car park for Emerald Park workers.  
I do not have a driveway to my property 
and therefore will find myself unable to 
park in my own street let alone anywhere 
near my home.  
 
You will be responsible for devaluing our 
properties by turning what is a quiet, 
friendly residential estate into a car park - it 
is time to take responsibility not brush the 
debate under the carpet by ignoring every 
resident’s grievance.  
 
As a council, you gave permission for 
Emerald Park to be built, therefore it is 
your responsibility to ensure enough 
parking space was provided for ALL 
employees. You are responsible for 
making their working day stressful, not 
content with that you are now doing the 
same to us innocent residents who simply 
want to live in a safe, quiet and green area.  
 
You must not allow these proposals to go 
through. As an alternative, you should 
provide every household with TWO parking 
permits plus ONE spare for 
visitors/workmen etc. You can also 
introduce parking time restrictions for 
example: no parking between the hours of 
9.30 am and 4.30pm except for residents, 
who will be displaying their parking permit. 
This can then be monitored by the 
community police or even -if they still exist 
-a traffic warden 

parking, i.e. a garage and/or driveway available for 
one or more vehicles”.  (The term “Normally” was 
inserted so that in the event that an area falls just 
above the 50% it could still be considered.) 
A timed restriction was also not offered because 
the double yellow lines are proposed in locations 
where drivers should not be parking anyway 
according to the highway code, such as at a pinch 
points, junctions or on a bend.  

Objection 13 
Do not implement double yellow lines in 
the Emersons Green area’s of Westerns 
Break and Rushy Way. SORT OUT THE 
ISSUE AT FOLLY BROOK!!!!! Do not 
implement double yellow lines on the main 
road at Folly Brooke and force the traffic 
into the Emersons green area!!!! The 
increased traffic here will lead to increases 
in accidents between cars, children and 

Thank you for your comments.  
Some of the double yellow lines where practical 
and safe to do so have been shortened to allow for 
more parking, however most of the double yellow 
lines must be implemented to ensure access for 
HGVs and keep junctions clear. The double yellow 
lines are proposed in places where people 
shouldn’t be parking anyway according to the 
highway code so the Council won’t be taking away 
any legitimate spaces. 



 

cyclists. Children in this area like to play on 
the street and we fully enjoy having a 
street filled with joy and laughter. 
Increasing the traffic here will lead to this 
great loss and also increase the health 
risks to local residents with increased 
carbon emission and pollutions outside 
peoples homes due to the running of cars.   
 
The main issue lies with the double yellow 
lines at Follow Brooke, which were not in 
the original consultation and YOU added in 
later. I therefore STRONGLY suggest that 
you to sort out the parking issue at Folly 
Brooke, and not force the issues to be 
moved into the Emersons Green estate.   

The proposed restrictions on Folly Brook Road 
have been included in the Emersons Green 
waiting restriction review from the start. 

Objection 14 
I am not happy with the proposed 
restrictions.  Putting yellow lines on pinch 
points and corners will not benefit the 
residents of Westons Brake.  A carpark 
should be provided on the spare land next 
to Emerald Park for workers on the estate, 
and visitors to the NHS.  I was horrified 
that a person asked me for directions to 
Emerald Park.  He had typed instructions 
telling him to park on our estate and a map 
showing him how to get here.  He wanted 
instructions to get to the footbridge!  If a 
carpark cannot be provided, then Westons 
Brake should become residents only 
parking. 

Thank you for your comments.  
Some of the double yellow lines where practical 
and safe to do so have been shortened to allow for 
more parking, however most of the double yellow 
lines must be implemented to ensure access for 
HGVs and keep junctions clear. The double yellow 
lines are proposed in places where people 
shouldn’t be parking anyway according to the 
highway code so the Council won’t be taking away 
any legitimate spaces. 
Acquiring land and creating a car park is firmly 
beyond the remit of this scheme.  
A resident permit scheme was not offered as the 
Council policy is to offer a permit scheme when 
“Normally, 50% of dwellings have no off street 
parking, i.e. a garage and/or driveway available for 
one or more vehicles”.  (The term “Normally” was 
inserted so that in the event that an area falls just 
above the 50% it could still be considered.) 

Objection 15 
It’s been brought to my attention that there 
are plans to introduce parking restriction 
and yellow lines/ no waiting areas in 
emerald park and in Weston’s brake!.. 
The proposals of these no waiting areas in 
our residential areas will cause more 
frustration and problems for all of us 
making the ability to have guests staying in 
our home a challenge as there will be no 
where for them to park.. so we pay council 
tax and other payments to the government 
and councils to be punished with parking 
restrictions!  
I’m sure once other neighbours find out 
about your ideas moving the parking 
problems from emerald park to our 
doorstep they will be equally as annoyed 

Thank you for your comments.  
When the Council originally consulted upon the 
Emersons Green waiting restriction review 
proposals, there were only a small amount of 
single yellow lines proposed in the area, see 
extract from the original consultation plan below: 

 
There were 340 people who responded to the 



and object to the idea completely and 
whole heartedly..  
I do hope that this is rectified and 
thoroughly thought through before it gets 
implemented.. otherwise I see a backlash 
of angry residents and many 
“disagreements” between residents and 
the car owners..  
Moving a problem doesn’t sort it it just 
snowballs until it reaches a head when all 
that is needed is something more than a 
temporary fix…  
So you can take this email as my complete 
objection to this terrible idea as I’d like my 
neighbourhood to remain how it is., without 
issue.  

consultation, 57 of these responded in particular to 
the proposals on Westons Brake, the majority of 
these said that the proposals were nowhere near 
enough to tackle the parking issues people were 
experiencing on the estate and asked that the 
Council add additional restrictions to ease the 
various problems that people brought forward. 
When the Council carried out a second 
consultation, in the Westons Brake area, of the 
new proposals, 84 residents responded. The 
respondents were asked to state whether they 
agreed with the proposals for each road within in 
area, the graph below shows the results: 

 
As you can see the majority of the respondents 
agreed with the proposals. The comments of those 
who didn’t support the proposals were reviewed 
and where reasonably practicable the proposals 
were amended even further to ensure that as 
many people as possible are happy with the 
proposals.  

Objection 16 
These proposals are just moving the 
parking problem from Folly Brook Road 
and Westons Brake to Quarry Way and 
other surrounding roads. 
We already have enough parking problems 
with the school traffic from Blackhorse 
School and this would just add to the 
chaos. 
Wouldn’t residential parking be a better 
option? 

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

Objection 17 
I strongly object to the proposals. 
 
The proposals to put double yellow lines 
along Folly Brook Road is just going to 
push all the current parking onto the 
Westons Brake estate.  
 
PLEASE, PLEASE implement 
appropriate/suitable parking for the 
business park/NHS Treatment Centre. 
After all, the Council approved the 
development of the Business Park in its 

Thank you for your comments.  
Some of the double yellow lines where practical 
and safe to do so have been shortened to allow for 
more parking, however most of the double yellow 
lines must be implemented to ensure access for 
HGVs and keep junctions clear. The double yellow 
lines are proposed in places where people 
shouldn’t be parking anyway according to the 
highway code so the Council won’t be taking away 
any legitimate spaces. 
Furthermore the businesses should have been 
aware of the amount of parking spaces available 
when they bought/leased their offices. 



 

current location – residents shouldn’t have 
to suffer because parking wasn’t taken into 
consideration by the Council. 
 
Where you are proposing double yellow 
lines throughout the Estate, you are pretty 
much stating the obvious and common 
sense would say not to park within a chi-
cane/pinch point.  
 
I can envisage more business park 
employees/visitors using our estate as a 
car park during the day – this will make it 
hard and awkward for us, and our visitors, 
to get to our property.  
 
Sort out the parking for the business park – 
housing estates/local area should not be 
seen as an alternative car park solution. 
We should not have to live somewhere 
with double yellow lines to “minimise” 
inconsiderate parking for business park 
employees. 

Creating extra parking for the business park is 
beyond the remit of this scheme. 
 
 

Objection 18  
Please can the yellow line that is being 
proposed on the right as you come into 
Westons Brake only be to the left of the cul 
de sac (as you come out from houses 
numbered 2-10 Westons Brake. So that 
myself and visitors can park between the 
entrance of cul de sac and number 12 
Westons Brake. If yellow lines are put as 
proposed you will make it extremely 
difficult for trades people, visitors and 
myself to park near my house.  If you put 
yellow lines where suggested could you 
please show me where we/they can 
park??.  If you have to place yellow lines 
could you please consider a single yellow 
with waiting restrictions. Also, could the 
yellow lines in the estate be thin lines as 
up in Frenchay, to save the area looking 
terrible.  
More parking needs to be placed by the 
business park to stop commuters using our 
estate as a car park. There is nowhere to 
park locally in the day if this goes ahead as 
the only spaces will be filled by commuters 

Thank you for your comments.  
No yellow lines are proposed between the 
entrance to the cul-de-sac and number 12 
Westons Brake  

Objection 19 
I am against the parking restrictions within 
my area. The issue is not in our area, the 
issue is with Emerald Park. Rather than 
targeting our residential areas, maybe you 
should solve the root to this problem which 

Thank you for your comments.  



is Emerald Park. I will not stand by this as 
a resident of Emersons Green. 

Objection 20 
I am against the parking restrictions within 
my area. The issue is not in our area, the 
issue is with Emerald Park. Rather than 
targeting our residential areas, maybe you 
should solve the root to this problem which 
is Emerald Park. I will not stand by this as 
a resident of Emersons Green. 

Thank you for your comments  
 

Objection 21 
I object to planning application reference 
L3/STOP/PT.5869. 
Living in Cynder Way, we only have a 
small parking issue and the limited parking 
time changes in the application may well 
be beneficial to our road. 
However, the changes to Folly Brook Road 
will undoubtedly cause a significant 
amount of extra car parking on our 
development bringing much more of a 
nuisance than any problem that currently 
exists. Pushing cars into residential areas 
where children play and walk to and from 
the local school can not been seen as 
sensible option surely. 
The developers and the planning authority 
should have seen the issue arising in the 
design phase, as there have never been 
enough parking places for the amount of 
employment in Emerald Park. The bus 
routes are not suitable in this area, the 
Metrobus may help but in the current 1 
route formation, I very much doubt it. 
Please keep and sort the problem of 
parking in Emerald Park IN Emerald Park 
and not on the surrounding residential 
streets. 

Thank you for your comments.  
Some of the double yellow lines where practical 
and safe to do so have been shortened to allow for 
more parking, however most of the double yellow 
lines must be implemented to ensure access for 
HGVs and keep junctions clear. The double yellow 
lines are proposed in places where people 
shouldn’t be parking anyway according to the 
highway code so the Council won’t be taking away 
any legitimate spaces. 
Furthermore the businesses should have been 
aware of the amount of parking spaces available 
when they bought/leased their offices. 

Objection 22 
I welcome the opportunity to respond to 
the consultation in respect of the changes 
that are proposed under 
L3/STOP/PT.5869. 
 
It is an utter disgrace that these potential 
changes are even on the table for 
consideration. The negative impacts that 
these changes will bring to the residential 
neighbourhoods that are in proximity to 
Folly Brook Road and Emerald Park will be 
quite horrendous for those of us that live in 
those areas. 
 

Thank you for your comments.  
Some of the double yellow lines where practical 
and safe to do so have been shortened to allow for 
more parking, however most of the double yellow 
lines must be implemented to ensure access for 
HGVs and keep junctions clear. The double yellow 
lines are proposed in places where people 
shouldn’t be parking anyway according to the 
highway code so the Council won’t be taking away 
any legitimate spaces. 
 
No compensation will be offered to residents.  
 
There will be no extra measures put in place to 
clean up litter. We clear town centres and other 
heavily used areas (such as local shops or along 



 

Whilst the changes relating to limited time 
parking on Cynder Way are a reasonable 
concept; the other changes are truly 
ridiculous. 
 
The introduction of heavy parking 
restrictions on Folly Brook Road will result 
in hundreds of cars being pushed into 
residential areas; and specifically into the 
neighbourhood in which I live. 
 
The Badminton Park estate, including 
Cynder Way, Westons Brake and Quarry 
Way are already subjected to 
unreasonable levels of additional parking 
by folk who cannot park in the Folly Brook 
Road area. Introducing further traffic into 
our estate will result in our residential area 
becoming inundated with masses of cars 
that are not belonging to people living in 
our estate. Essentially our residential area 
will become a giant car park for those 
people who work in the Folly Brook 
area/Emerald park estate, and this is 
completely unnecessary, socially 
irresponsible, ecologically and 
environmentally unfriendly and presenting 
risk to those who live in the area. 
 
#1: WHY would you use a residential area 
as a car park when the current situation is 
a reasonable and quite acceptable 
position? Yes there is congestion in the 
Emerald Park estate, and our residential 
estate is used as an overflow car park of 
sorts; BUT pushing large volumes of cars 
away from the estate and away from where 
people work is just plain daft. 
#2: WHAT compensation would you offer 
to those of us impacted in the residential 
estates by the drop in value of our homes 
that is directly attributable to the estate 
being used as a car park? Please don’t 
think that this proposal would not impact 
house prices, it would. All available data 
and nationwide publications clearly show 
the adverse impact on property prices that 
comes from having large volumes of cars 
parking in such areas. 
#3: WHAT extra steps and measures 
would the Council put in place to ensure 
that our residential areas are kept clean 
and free of litter? Badminton Park, and 
especially those streets listed earlier (e.g. 

routes to schools) between once and three times 
per week. All other streets in South 
Gloucestershire are cleaned as required. You can 
visit the Councils website and report a litter 
problem by following this link: 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/general-
information/online-services/report/ and clicking 
Litter. 
 
The proposed double yellow lines will ensure that 
the visibility is maintained throughout the estate.  

http://www.southglos.gov.uk/general-information/online-services/report/
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/general-information/online-services/report/


Cynder Way) are presently kept very clean 
by the people living there with very small 
volumes of litter. It’s clear that forcing 
additional cars to park in this area for 
people working in Emerald Park (who do 
not live in our residential area) will bring 
with it additional litter. Simply put, human 
nature tells us that people tend not to care 
as much about the areas that they don’t 
live in versus those that they do reside in. 
#4: WHAT measures will you put in place 
to ensure that it remains safe for our 
children to use the local streets? Our 
children travel to the local primary school 
and can do so safely at present under 
adult supervision given that there are 
smaller volumes of cars being parked on 
the streets as residents park on their own 
driveways/garages. BUT it is 100% clear 
that additional cars, 100’s of additional 
cars, will result in there being “bumper to 
bumper“ chains of cars in many locations 
through our streets, reducing visibility, and 
introducing many additional points for 
observation of risk. The additional load of 
cars will certainly present risk that we 
should not have to accept and the 
mitigation to this is not properly addressed 
in the proposal. 
 
In summary; I object in full to the proposals 
put forward and ask that this be rejected. 
Please do not use our residential area for 
business purposes. Our neighbourhood is 
where we live, it is not a car park for 
businesses to use to accommodate their 
workers. 

Objection 23 
EMERSONS GREEN, FOLLY BROOK and 
MANGOTSFIELD – Various Roads – 
Proposed Waiting Restrictions – 
STATUTORY NOTICE 
 
This response is in relation to the above 
most recent consultation. I have responded 
on the previous consultations as well.  
 
I am still of the opinion that these unsightly 
traffic measures are uncalled for and not 
required in Cynder Way. Having been a 
resident for over ten years there was a 
short timescale, of maybe twelve months, 
when parking was a slight issue while 
building work was implemented on 
Badminton Road but before this and now 

Thank you for your comments.  
The double yellow lines have been proposed 
around the pinch points to ensure that access is 
maintained at all times. If a car parks right up 
against a pinch point it may block access for 
residents, deliveries and emergency vehicles. The 
double yellow lines have already been removed 
from in front of your driveway at your insistence. It 
should be noted that this removes the ability to 
enforce any unwanted parking in this location in 
the future. To remove the double yellow lines from 
both sides it would remove the Councils ability to 
enforce inconsiderate parking. 
 
The limited waiting bays will require signage (the 
double yellow lines will not) which will be 
constructed according to the Traffic Signs 



 

that work has finished there is no problem 
with parking either during the day or in the 
evenings.  However, I do understand that 
wider proposed parking restriction on Folly 
Brook Road etc might exacerbate the 
problems elsewhere I still think it is 
uncalled for. 
 
I live at no 19 Cynder Way and do not wish 
to have parking restrictions near my 
property please. I have parked my car 
opposite my house for ten years without 
issue. If however the decision has been 
made and the restrictions are to be 
implemented near my property I would ask 
that the double yellow lines and waiting 
restriction as shown on plan T309 – 011-
02-1 Rev B are stopped prior to the traffic 
calming width restriction outside no 19 
please. I believe the proposed double 
yellow lines will be unsightly all over the 
estate as the traffic calming road 
restrictions are delineated by block paving 
which is an undulating surface so the 
double yellows will be uneven. Please 
reconsider the areas by no 19 Cynder so I 
can continue to park my car close to my 
house which I know is not a right but has 
been successful for many years.  
 
Also, I presume the new restrictions will 
require some mandatory information signs 
on poles dotted around the estate. All I ask 
here is that they are positioned either on 
existing lampposts, where possible, or in 
sympathetic positions. I assume where the 
yellow dots that have already been 
sprayed on pavements is where they will 
be located which does seem to undermine 
the purpose of the consultation deadline. 
 
Thank you. 28th June 2018 

Regulations and General Directions (TSRGD) 
2016 and the associated guidance.  
 
The ‘yellow dots’ that have been marked on the 
ground have nothing to do with this scheme.  

Objection 24 
I am happy with the double yellow lines for 
the first half of Rushy Way as you do have 
a lot of dangerous parking near the 
junction with Westons Break.  As for 
double yellow lines in the remaining part of 
the street there is no need for them on the 
chicanes as there isn’t a problem with 
parking there.  What I am objecting to is 
double yellow lines being put through Folly 
Brook Road without any parking being 
provided for the employees. People park 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the highway code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 



on either side of this road and on the 
pavements.  Where are these cars going to 
park when there isn’t sufficient parking for 
them now?  YES they are going to drive 
over to our residential estate and use our 
roads for a car park then walk over the 
bridge to work.  We already have 
employees from the Emerald business 
park using our estate as a car park so you 
will just be adding to our problem.  If you 
are not going to provide parking for the 
employees of the Emerald Park then you 
shouldn’t be taking away the little parking 
they already have and moving the problem 
to our estate.   

Objection 25 
In response to the proposed parking 
limitations around the area of my property, 
I have reservations: 
 
1. The problem is caused by workers 
from Emerald Park CURRENTLY having 
insufficient parking areas within that site 
and, then, utilising our local residential 
estate to park for long hours - as they can 
access Emerald Park via a convenient 
footbridge. 
2. The proposed plan appears to be 
further removing parking availability along 
Folly Brook Road and the areas around 
Emerald Park, which will only exacerbate 
the problem. 
3. It would be MUCH more appropriate 
for the Council to RESOLVE the parking 
difficulties within the Emerald Park site 
(rather than restrict them even further). 
4. The Council has been remiss in not 
ensuring that any developments within the 
Emerald Park site included sufficient 
parking – someone within the Council 
Planning Department is at fault. 
5. There are still more developments 
at that side of the Ring Road – is someone 
actually considering the problems already 
caused to local residents and ensuring that 
any future planning HAS to include 
adequate parking????? BEFORE planning 
permission is granted? 
6. The currently proposed “limited/no 
parking” double yellow lines will not, 
actively, cause an issue for me as they will 
not be outside of my property but, as 
people tend to park across the (very 
narrow) road from my home and there will 

Thank you for your comments.  
Some of the double yellow lines where practical 
and safe to do so have been shortened to allow for 
more parking, however most of the double yellow 
lines must be implemented to ensure access for 
HGVs and keep junctions clear. The double yellow 
lines are proposed in places where people 
shouldn’t be parking anyway according to the 
highway code so the Council won’t be taking away 
any legitimate spaces. 
 
Creating extra parking for the business park is 
beyond the remit of this scheme. 
 
A resident permit scheme was not offered as the 
Council policy is to offer a permit scheme when 
“Normally, 50% of dwellings have no off street 
parking, i.e. a garage and/or driveway available for 
one or more vehicles”.  (The term “Normally” was 
inserted so that in the event that an area falls just 
above the 50% it could still be considered.) 



 

be no restrictions there, the problem will 
not be resolved. 
7. When people are parked across 
from my driveway on a very narrow 
residential street, it makes it difficult to exit 
or enter my own driveway. 
 
Although I would be against double yellow 
lines being the “answer” everywhere, 
maybe the “unrestricted” areas can be 
restricted to some kind of permit? I would 
be happy to have a permit for visitors to 
display when they are parking near my 
home and I believe that neighbours would 
support this. This IS a residential 
neighbourhood and NOT a public car park 
– the businesses in Emerald Park need to 
be “required” to provide parking facilities 
OR, if the fault lies within the Council for 
not ensuring that adequate parking was 
included in planning permissions, then it is 
up to the Council to resolve that error. 

Objection 26 
Objection to proposal to place double 
yellow lines along Folly Brook Road 
Reference No: L3/DS/STOP/PT.5869 
 
I am writing to OBJECT to your proposal to 
place double yellow lines along Folly Brook 
Road.  I work in an office in Brook Office 
Park, which is off Folly Brook Road.  It is 
true that Folly Brook Road becomes 
congested and difficult.  That is because 
the road was made far too narrow for its 
purpose.  I cannot imagine how it was 
thought to be an adequate road to service 
the warehouse and businesses that use it. 
An enormous number of people in all the 
offices and work places around Folly Brook 
Road and the Emerald Park area drive to 
work, and this will continue to be the case 
because Public Transport doesn’t offer a 
good enough alternative to driving.   
Even with the Metrobus, there are still vast 
regions of Bristol and South 
Gloucestershire that employees live in, and 
from where getting public transport to (or 
near) Emerald Park is too time-consuming 
and inconvenient for people to do so. 
This means that hundreds of cars are 
driven to Emerald Park every day, and 
people expect to be able to park them 
reasonably close to their work places.  It 
appears that many of the units to not have 

Thank you for your comments.  
Some of the double yellow lines where practical 
and safe to do so have been shortened to allow for 
more parking, however most of the double yellow 
lines must be implemented to ensure access for 
HGVs and keep junctions clear. The double yellow 
lines are proposed in places where people 
shouldn’t be parking anyway according to the 
highway code so the Council won’t be taking away 
any legitimate spaces. 
 
Acquiring land and creating a car park is firmly 
beyond the remit of this scheme.  
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road.  



sufficient parking spaces in their own car 
parks to accommodate all their employees.  
My work place is certainly very under-
provided for in terms of parking. 
Consequently a great many people who 
have driven to work park their cars on Folly 
Brook Road.  If we could not do so, I am 
not sure where we would park.  What do 
you suggest happens to the hundreds of 
cars?  Should they park on small 
residential street in Emersons Green – 
resulting in a long walk to work and a great 
deal of irritation to local residents?  Should 
they fill the car parks of the three local 
pubs? 
I assume it would put people off coming to 
work in this area, and would also 
encourage people who work here now to 
look for jobs elsewhere.  Presumably this 
would result in the general decline of the 
area. 
In conclusion I assert that double-yellow 
lines would only be viable if either a vast, 
efficient and affordable public transport 
network was put in place across the whole 
of the ex-Avon area; or, more realistically, 
a lot more car parking spaces are put in 
place – perhaps a couple of multi-storey 
car parks? 
2nd response received from the same 
person: 
I work at the Hft Head Office. Hft is a 
national charity who supports adults with 
learning disabilities.   
 
Hft Head Office is based at 5/6 on Folly 
Brook Road. There are 35 parking spaces 
plus 2 disabled spaces around the 
building. On average 70 staff are in the 
building each day, the majority of which 
must use their vehicles due to 
childcare/family care or for essential Hft 
business use. 
 
It is ludicrous to not only place double 
yellow lines along Folly Brook Road but to 
extend them also. This would impact every 
office in the area – forcing parking options 
further from the office without reducing 
demand for parking spaces. 
 
As a working parent of 2 children under 5 
this would put me out of good work. I need 
to work as many hours as possible in-
between childcare hours in order for my 



 

family to have a decent standard of living 
especially in terms of support for my eldest 
who is deaf and has special educational 
needs. I need my car to drop them off and 
to collect them from nursery and primary 
school. I should not have to reduce my 
hours or use impracticable means of 
transport because of the councils ill 
thought out plans.   
 
I hope the council will rethink this proposal. 

Objection 27 
I would prefer parked cars of business park 
employees to be kept on Folly Brook Road 
rather than encouraged into the estate 
opposite by parking restrictions.  The 
proposed parking restrictions in Westons 
Brake and surrounding area will be 
inadequate to stop large numbers of cars 
being displaced to our area during the day.  
Please reconsider. 

Thank you for your comments.  
Some of the double yellow lines where practical 
and safe to do so have been shortened to allow for 
more parking, however most of the double yellow 
lines must be implemented to ensure access for 
HGVs and keep junctions clear. The double yellow 
lines are proposed in places where people 
shouldn’t be parking anyway according to the 
highway code so the Council won’t be taking away 
any legitimate spaces. 

Objection 28 
The council should sort out the parking 
problem in Emerald Park.  I do not want 
cars parked outside my house. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 

Objection 29 
I object to this proposal. 
The use of double yellow lines and 
restricted parking in Cynder Way on the 
road outside of Number 19 (and along the 
side of Number 17) is completely 
unnecessary. There is not a parking issue 
here. This area is mostly used by residents 
and at school pick up and drop off (which 
will not be covered in the 8am-6pm (2 
hour) waiting restriction). 
 
The plan shows double lines around traffic 
calming which is not necessary as you 
cannot park a car in this space due to the 
size and post locations, as shown in the 
pictures below (picture taken outside of 
Number 19). I mentioned this in the last 
consultation and a specific response 
relating to this was not provided. Please 
could an explanation be given as to why it 
is deemed necessary.  

Thank you for your comments.  
The double yellow lines have been proposed 
around the pinch points to ensure that access is 
maintained at all times. If a car parks right up 
against a pinch point it may block access for 
residents, deliveries and emergency vehicles. The 
double yellow lines have already been removed 
from in front of your driveway at your insistence. It 
should be noted that this removes the ability to 
enforce any unwanted parking in this location in 
the future. To remove the double yellow lines from 
both sides it would remove the Councils ability to 
enforce inconsiderate parking. 
The double yellow lines have been proposed 
through the narrowing as well as either side 
because the restriction will also cover the path 
behind it so that if anyone should park behind the 
bollards it can be enforced the same as if it was 
parked on the road.  
 
White lines will not be used as they are not an 
enforceable restriction.  
 
The limited waiting bays will require signage (the 
double yellow lines will not) which will be 
constructed according to the Traffic Signs 
Regulations and General Directions (TSRGD) 
2016 and the associated guidance.  
 



 
Cont. 

 
 
Using yellow lines is going to change the 
look and feel of the estate.  
We are a two car household and currently 
only have one space on the drive and the 
other car has to be parked on the road. If 
these restrictions are put in place I will no 
longer be able to park my car outside near 
my house which I have done for over 10 
years. Visitors will also no longer be able 
to park close to my house. 
 
The metro bus has already started and has 
not shown to have caused an increase in 
cars parked by our house. 
 
The plan does not show where the 
signposts will be placed. We currently have 
a lovely view of the park from our front 
windows and if these plans go ahead we 
do not want a post obscuring our view, so 
any new signage should be placed on 
lampposts already in situ. It is frustrating to 
see yellow marks already on pavements 
indicating where posts would be placed, 
considering we are still in the consultation 
period. 
 
I would also like to know why yellow lines 
are required and not white. 

The ‘yellow dots’ that have been marked on the 
ground have nothing to do with this scheme. 



 

If the waiting restrictions are to be put in 
place please could these be indicated by 
white lines and remove any double yellow 
outside of our house as indicated below. 

 
Objection 30 
OBJECTION TO PARKING 
RESTRICTION PROPOSALS FOR 
EMERALD PARK AND WESTONS 
BRAKE/EMERSONS GREEN ETC 
 
I am shocked and horrified by the cowardly 
and ill-thought out proposals to limit and 
control parking in the Emerald Park area.  
This splendid initiative (the science park 
etc) has to date had the support of the 
surrounding residential areas but these 
latest council proposals will undermine this 
support completely. 
I acknowledge the importance of car use 
restriction policies but to ban parking on 
the Emerald Park side of the A4174 whilst 
leaving areas on the other side completely 
unrestricted is merely to move the problem 
from one side of the ring road to the other 
and given that there is a footbridge over 
the ring road this does not inconvenience 
the inconsiderate car user one bit.  Instead 
the residents of Westons Brake and other 
adjoining roads will bear the burden of the 
Council’s crass stupidity and their apparent 
lack of concern for our environment. 
Why not wait to assess the effects of the 
Metro Bus or, alternatively ban parking on 
all adjacent roads (I assume that Emerald 
Park has sufficient parking spaces for truly 
essential car users, disabled people etc) 
Please ask council road engineers to re-
consider these hasty ill-thought out plans 
and properly assess the effects of Metro 
Bus etc before going ahead with plans 
which will  
  a) hinder residents 
movements 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the highway code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. Furthermore the other side of the ring road 
is not being left completely unrestricted, please 
see the proposals for more information.  
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road. 



  b) exacerbate levels of air 
pollution in residential roads, and 
  c) put residents in opposition 
to Emerald Park users 
I should be grateful for a considered reply 
to my objection 

Objection 31 
I’m responding in relation to how the 
proposal affects me personally and also 
how it will affect the wider area where I 
live. 
The proposal shows double yellow lines 
over my driveway, which I do not want or 
need. I have lived in my property for over 
14 years and in that time 
I have never once had a problem with 
anyone parking over / near too or 
obstructing my drive. My drive is not on or 
adjacent to a junction. 
In the statement of reasons it states: 
The purpose of the scheme is to restrict 
dangerous areas of parking (my 
driveway is not a dangerous area) and 
maintain bus access currently 
hampered by indiscriminate parking (there 
are no bus routes through my 
estate) whilst ensuring that there is 
adequate parking provision for residents 
(some of the proposals will make parking 
more difficult for residents & visitors). 
I agree that there are areas such as 
corners and junctions where restrictions 
would improve visibility and safety. 
I think that a residents parking scheme 
would be much better. 
Putting the proposed restrictions in place 
on our estate will not solve the 
issue of there not being adequate parking 
at Folly Brooke, it will merely move the 
problem elsewhere. 
I also feel that people who are directly 
effected should have been notified by letter 
including a map showing the proposals. I 
do not feel that small 
notices on lamp posts are an adequate 
way of giving people the opportunity to 
respond 

Thank you for your comments.  
The double yellow lines have been proposed 
around the pinch points to ensure that access is 
maintained at all times. If a car parks right up 
against a pinch point it may block access for 
residents, deliveries and emergency vehicles. 
 
A resident permit scheme was not offered as the 
Council policy is to offer a permit scheme when 
“Normally, 50% of dwellings have no off street 
parking, i.e. a garage and/or driveway available for 
one or more vehicles”.  (The term “Normally” was 
inserted so that in the event that an area falls just 
above the 50% it could still be considered.) 
 
The legal notice was also advertised on the 
Councils website, at the local library/one stop shop 
and in the local paper. This is also the fourth time 
that the scheme has been advertised, letters were 
not sent out to individual properties during the 
legal advert because of the size of the area that 
this scheme covers and it would have cost a lot of 
time and money, not to mention a lot of paper to 
inform every single resident in the Emersons 
Green area. The amount of response to this advert 
and previous consultations shows that the process 
works quite well.   

Objection 32  
Hi, 
 
I’d like to object to the proposed double-
yellow lines at Folly Brook Road. 
 
Currently people park on this road because 
the car parks in the surrounding business 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the highway code so 



 

parks aren’t adequate for the number of 
people that work there.  Although I have 
the option to walk into work and so won’t 
be affected if the proposal goes ahead, I 
do feel that this will create more of a 
problem that it solves, as people will either 
block access into the business parks, or 
have so much trouble working in the area 
that they will leave, creating a “skills void” 
and therefore pushing businesses out of 
Emersons Green. 
 
The problem that I can see with the current 
situation is a small few who disregard the 
white lines opposite the junctions.  It could 
be that the area is patrolled so that selfish 
parking is dealt with, but otherwise is left 
as-is. 

the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
The white lines currently in place are advisory only 
so patrolling the area at present will not be helpful. 
By converting the advisory white lines to double 
yellow lines it will allow the Councils Parking 
Services Team to patrol the area and ensure that 
access is maintained at all times.  

Objection 33 
FAO: Dean Shepherd 
Ref: L3/DS/STOP/PT.5869 
 
Dear Mr Shepherd 
 
I am writing to object to plans for the 
introduction of double yellow lines along 
Folly Brook Rd in Emersons Green. 
 
I work at a charity, Hft, situated off Folly 
Brook Rd. Like all other organisations in 
the business park, we do not have, even 
nearly, enough spaces at our office for the 
number of staff working here and there is a 
daily struggle to find parking spaces. The 
area is not well served by public transport, 
especially if you are coming from 
anywhere but the Centre of Bristol. 
 
We already face parking fines for double 
parking around the office when no other 
spaces can be found. If there are fewer 
spaces available on the road, this problem 
will just become worse. It is unsustainable 
– already it is affecting our recruitment and 
retention of staff. If your proposal goes 
ahead, the situation will become 
untenable. 
 
The demand for spaces will not go away if 
you install double yellow lines. It will just 
push more cars out in the already 
congested residential streets in the 
surrounding area. 
 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the highway code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road. 
 
Apologies for the incorrect email address on the 
notices, however it should not affect the number of 
responses we have received because when you 
send an email to the incorrect address it bounces 
back with an email saying that it has not been 
received so people will know to send their views in 
via another method.  



Instead, more effort should be made to 
instruct businesses that receive deliveries 
from articulated lorries, to ensure that they 
do not park up and wait there for long 
periods of time – as they take up valuable 
spaces. 
 
Please reconsider this proposal. 
 
I think you should also consider that 
the notices you put up on the road had 
an incorrect email address which will 
impact the no. of responses that get 
through to you. I found that the online 
system to search for this consultation 
was also very difficult to navigate. You 
should improve this. 
 

Objection 34 
Ref. L3/DS/STOP/PT.5869  
 
As an employee of a company based on 
Folly Brook Road, I would like to express 
my objection to the proposed double 
yellow lines. Parking is at an absolute 
premium on Brook Office Park and the 
public transport options are limited still, 
even with the introduction of the Metro 
Bus. Whilst some yellow lines would be of 
benefit to the large vehicles that need to 
access the site, the proposed set-up 
leaves little to no on street parking which 
will seriously impact on the businesses 
based in the area. 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 

Objection 35 
I am writing in response to the proposal to 
place double yellow lines along Folly Brook 
Road. 
 
Given the lack of parking within the 
commercial park where I work (Brook 
office Park) and given that there is no 
public transport or park and ride scheme 
that I can use (I live in Berkeley) this 
proposal will mean that I am unable to go 
to work. I have previously looked at car 
sharing schemes but a) no one living in or 
around Berkeley seems to travel in this 
direction and b) my hours of work vary 
considerably from day-to-day and week-to-
week, so this is not an option for me either. 
 
Your proposal effectively means that I 
would have to offer my resignation or be 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road. 



 

dismissed, from an employer (HF Trust 
Ltd) where I have been for 20 years. 
 
I suspect (as the representative on our 
staff consultation forum) that a 
considerable number of my colleagues, if 
not all of them, would be similarly affected. 

Objection 36 
I strongly object to the proposal to place 
double yellow lines along Folly Brook 
Road. 
 
Instead of increasing the parking problem 
(or moving it further afield), alternative 
arrangements need to be sought – like 
utilising adjacent waste land specifically for 
car-parking for local businesses. 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
Creating extra parking for the business park is 
beyond the remit of this scheme. 
 

Objection 37 
Dear Legal Team 
 
I am an employee who drives to work each 
day to Brook Office Park and as we all 
know, parking spaces near our office at 
Emersons Green are at a premium, and 
many of us park on Folly Brook Road on a 
daily basis. 
 
The placement of double yellow lines will 
no doubt seriously impact on parking for 
Hft staff and for those working in nearby 
offices; pushing parking options further 
from the office, without reducing the 
demand for spaces.  
 
For the reasons stated above I am 
vehemently opposed to the proposal and 
would therefore strongly urge the Council 
to seriously reconsider their plans. 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road. 

Objection 38 
I am writing to OBJECT some of the 
proposed parking restrictions that you are 
looking to implement. 
 
I live at Number 10 Wick Wick Close and 
have 2 young children, our cul d sac has 
very limited parking as it is, in the past few 
months people have been parking illegally 
on the pavements in our cul de sac 
restricting our cars to get in and out (how 
an emergency vehicle would get through i 
do not know) they have also been parking 

Thank you for your comments. The double yellow 
lines have been proposed in locations where it 
would be obstructive or dangerous to park. As you 
have said people regularly park on the pavements 
and corners and your worried that an emergency 
vehicle wouldn’t get through, these are exactly the 
reasons why the double yellow lines have been 
proposed.  
A resident permit scheme was not offered as the 
Council policy is to offer a permit scheme when 
“Normally, 50% of dwellings have no off street 
parking, i.e. a garage and/or driveway available for 
one or more vehicles”.  (The term “Normally” was 



on the blind corner to our cul de sac which 
is also dangerous. 
 
You are proposing on putting parking 
restrictions to the opening of Wick Wick 
Close leading up to number 1 and number 
12 and also in the cul de sac opposite the 
Willy Wicket pub, in doing this you are 
going to be forcing people to come further 
into our cul d sac and try to park in there 
as you are not proposing any parking 
restrictions here. 
I feel that this would be extremely 
dangerous, I need access to get in and out 
of my cul d sac like all the other residents 
that live here, I do not agree with what you 
are proposing. 
If you decide to include our cul de sac 
within the parking restrictions, a few of the 
residents park outside their properties so 
would need parking permits to continue 
doing this which I think would help 
massively. 
We get enough trouble from people also 
parking in our cul de sac that are visiting 
the Willy Wicket pub, this is our home not a 
public parking space. 
 
Parking needs to made available over in 
their business park so that they park over 
there and not within our residential areas. 

inserted so that in the event that an area falls just 
above the 50% it could still be considered.) In this 
instance the Wick Wick Close doesn’t meet these 
requirements. 

Objection 39 
I understand that you are proposing to 
mark a large part of Folly Brook Road in 
Emerson’s Green with Double Yellow 
Lines in the near future. 
 
I write to oppose this as the current parking 
situation is dire. I work in one of the Office 
Blocks on the Industrial Estate and there 
currently isn’t enough parking as it is. We 
have looked at alternative options for 
transport and even with quite a few staff 
walking, cycling and using public transport 
there are daily issues with people having to 
double park, or parking so far away from 
the office, they are finding themselves 
stressed as this has made them late for 
work.  
 
I feel that adding more double yellow lines 
will only push the cars out onto residential 
streets causing issues there and will make 
people vulnerable in the Winter months 
having to walk through secluded lanes 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road. 



 

having to reach their vehicles as there are 
no bus stops within the Estate making it 
impossible to use the local public transport. 
 
I hope you will take my views into 
consideration when making a final 
decision. 

Objection 40 
I am writing to object to the proposal for 
double yellow lines along Folly Brook 
Road. 
 
As can be witnessed on any working day, 
the very limited car parking around all the 
business premises is full, being inadequate 
for the number of people working in this 
area. 
 
A large proportion of employees therefore 
have no option but to look for on-street 
parking, public transport being unsuitable 
for those travelling to the area from further 
afield, typically adding up to 2 hours to a 
commute unless you happen to live in 
north-west Bristol. 
 
People are not parking on Folly Brook 
Road to avoid paying for workplace 
parking, they are using this road through 
necessity as there is simply nowhere else 
to park. The addition of double yellow lines 
would seriously affect stress levels of 
many employees and may lead some to 
reconsider their employment, and even in 
the longer term for businesses to move out 
of the area. It is discriminatory against 
parents who have to take children to 
school before coming to work, and those 
whose working day starts a little later. 
 
The parking restrictions proposed are only 
viable if a large, new car park could be 
opened up for employees of local 
businesses. A small charge for this would 
not be unreasonable. 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road. 
 
Creating extra parking for the business park is 
beyond the remit of this scheme. 
 

Objection 41  
(different person from above) 
I am writing to object to the proposal for 
double yellow lines along Folly Brook 
Road. 
 
As can be witnessed on any working day, 
the very limited car parking around all the 
business premises is full, being inadequate 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 



for the number of people working in this 
area. 
 
A large proportion of employees therefore 
have no option but to look for on-street 
parking, public transport being unsuitable 
for those travelling to the area from further 
afield, typically adding up to 2 hours to a 
commute unless you happen to live in 
north-west Bristol. 
 
People are not parking on Folly Brook 
Road to avoid paying for workplace 
parking, they are using this road through 
necessity as there is simply nowhere else 
to park. The addition of double yellow lines 
would seriously affect stress levels of 
many employees and may lead some to 
reconsider their employment, and even in 
the longer term for businesses to move out 
of the area. It is discriminatory against 
parents who have to take children to 
school before coming to work, and those 
whose working day starts a little later. 
 
The parking restrictions proposed are only 
viable if a large, new car park could be 
opened up for employees of local 
businesses. A small charge for this would 
not be unreasonable. 

the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road. 
 
Creating extra parking for the business park is 
beyond the remit of this scheme. 

Objection 42  
This is to register my objections to the 
proposal of double yellow lines on Folly 
Brook Road, Emersons Green.  This will 
impact me when needed to work out of our 
Head Office where parking is very 
restricted already.  Without the additional 
parking available on Folly Brook Road it 
will become an impossibility for me to 
attended and work out of our head office 
as I will, and along with many others have 
nowhere to park. 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 

Objection 43  
I’m writing to provide an organisational 
response, from Hft, to your recent legal 
notice, regarding the placement of double 
yellow lines along Folly Brook Road, in 
Emersons Green.  
 
Hft is a national charity supporting people 
with learning disabilities. Our Head Office 
is located in Brook office Park, just off Folly 
Brook Rd and over the past few years our 
staff have faced increasing difficulty with 
parking.  

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 



 

 
When we took up residence at this office, 
we were advised that the buildings on this 
business park had car parking spaces 
allocated with the expectation of public 
transport improvements that never 
materialised. (The M3 metrobus is not the 
solution, providing options only to those 
few who live in the centre of Bristol). There 
are therefore insufficient spaces at our 
office to cater for the number of staff 
working here, (as well as visitors attending 
meetings). A number of our staff are 
regularly forced to9 park on the road. All 
other offices in the vicinity are facing the 
same issue, which means that there is a 
great demand for the few available spaces.  
 
As a result, parking has become a major 
challenge for Hft, impacting daily on our 
staff teams and on our ability to recruit and 
retain staff in this area.  
 
To compound this issue, our management 
company has commissioned UKPC to 
patrol the car parks to issue fines to staff 
who double park, which means that the 
few potential extra spaces, in the cul-de-
sac behind our office, also cannot be used. 
Furthermore, articulated lorries often park 
along the road when waiting to enter the 
various distribution centres which are 
located around the business park (so 
effectively using the roads as overflow 
parking for those centres), taking up further 
valuable spaces.  
 
We have tried to resolve this issue on 
numerous occasions, with attempts to find 
additional parking spaces, negotiate with 
the management company to allow double 
parking and to encourage staff to find 
alternative transport options, but the 
problem persists.  
 
If double yellow lines are placed along 
Folly Brook Road this challenge will 
become even more critical and, I believe, 
will threaten our ability to recruit new staff 
and the viability of our charity office as it is 
now.  
 
We believe that your proposal will not 
resolve the problem of parking congestion; 

available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road.  
 
Creating extra parking for the business park is 
beyond the remit of this scheme. 
 
This scheme has been consulted upon 4 times 
(three informal consultations and 1 legal advert), in 
addition to this, as you have said, the businesses 
on Folly Brook Road were invited to a meeting to 
discuss the proposals. This is more than what the 
Council would normally do in terms of consultation 
and certainly much more than is legally required. 
Everyone has had ample and fair opportunity to 
have their say.  



it will simply push people to park further 
afield, into residential streets in the 
surrounding area, where demand for 
parking spaces is already high.  
 
What is particularly disappointing is that 
these changes appear to be happening 
without any properly structured 
consultation with the impacted 
stakeholders – both organisations and their 
employees: something that would appear 
to be the very minimum consideration 
given these stakeholders are valuable and 
productive members of your community.  
 
In October 2016, following objections from 
numerous busi8nesses in the area to an 
initial proposal to introduce double yellow 
lines on this road, we attended a meeting 
at the Sainsbury distribution centre. At that 
time, it was agreed that only the current 
white lines would be made double yellow.  
 
We raised our concerns at that time, 
advising the Council to apply more joined 
up thinking, rather than approving planning 
applications without considering the 
impacts, or making proper provision for 
those traveling to and parking in the area.  
 
We implore you to reconsider your 
proposal. I look forward to your response.  

Objection 44  
I would like to object strongly to the 
proposal to put double yellow lines on Folly 
Brook Road in Emersons Green. This 
would make my commute to work from 
Bradford on Avon very difficult by other 
forms of public transport. I would have to 
seriously consider leaving my job as it 
would be both financially very difficult to 
justify and extend my travel time by  
approximately 3 to 4 hours. There are no 
other places to park within a reasonable 
walking distance from the office. 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 

Objection 45 
We wish to object to the current proposal 
to introduce parking restrictions on Folly 
Brook Road.  
 
This proposal appears to be linked to the 
limited level of new parking restrictions to 
be placed in the roads surrounding 
Westons Brake and Quarry Way, which we 
are not objecting to because we already 

Thank you for your comments. The Council are 
only proposing the minimum restrictions in Folly 
Brook Road required to allow access for HGVs 
and keep junctions clear by converting the existing 
advisory keep clear markings and proposing new 
double yellow lines around the junctions. These 
are places where people shouldn’t be parking 
anyway so the Council won’t be taking away any 
legitimate spaces. 
 



 

get parking from users of the new care 
home on Badminton Road and the new 
Metrobus.  
 
The existing pedestrian footbridge across 
the A4174 ring road between Westons 
Brake and the industrial estate will mean 
that the reduced level of parking proposed 
for Folly Brook Road will result in the 
workers from the industrial estate parking 
in Westons Brake, Quarry Way and 
Cynder Way. We already have some 
drivers from the industrial estate who park 
all day, often poorly – blocking pavements 
in some cases or narrowing the roads by 
parking on both sides so that emergency 
vehicles would not be able to get through.  
 
The restrictions on Folly Brook Road need 
to be delayed until the Council and the 
industrial unit occupiers / owners get 
together and agree a parking plan that 
makes provision for the workers on the 
industrial estate itself or on the open land 
towards Lyde Green. Why a proper level of 
parking facility was not considered as 
essential by South Gloucestershire  as part 
of the original permission for the industrial 
estate beggars belief. 
 
We trust that you will make the right 
decision on behalf of the local community 
and the council tax players that you 
represent. 

The businesses should have been aware of the 
parking that would be available to their staff when 
they chose to buy/rent the units on Folly Brook 
Road.  
 
Creating extra parking for the business park is 
beyond the remit of this scheme. 

Objection 46 
Reference number: L3/DS/STOP/PT.5869 
 
I am writing to you with regards to your 
plans to place double yellow lines on Folly 
Brook Road, Folly Brook Business Park. 
Workers who are based at the Business 
Park such as myself already struggle to 
find enough suitable parking as it is and I 
think that by placing double yellow lines 
along vast stretches of the road will make 
this already difficult situation, 
unmanageable for many people. The 
knock on effect of this won’t be good for 
businesses in the area if they can’t provide 
suitable parking for their staff.  
 
The parking allocation for each building is 
by no means sufficient for the office space 
the buildings provide. This has been a 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road.  
 
Creating extra parking for the business park is 
beyond the remit of this scheme. 



problem for years and has gradually been 
getting worse – especially since one side 
of Folly Brook Road is now unsuitable to 
park on due to the huge trench that’s been 
created by cars parking there in bad 
weather. 
 
The council should concentrate on building 
a sufficient parking area for workers based 
at Folly Brook Business Park rather than 
look to take more away. 

Objection 47 
Whilst I appreciate the parking issues on 
Folly Brook Road needs improving, I 
believe the Council needs to explore other 
options as parking restrictions will only 
increase pressure on businesses in the 
Emersons Green area, as staff will have 
nowhere to park, so will leave especially 
with a real lack of alternative public 
transport despite the introduction of 
Metrobus. The Council has merrily been 
approving planning applications in the area 
without any joined up thought to how 
people employed in these new businesses 
are going to get to work and if they use a 
car where they are going to park when 
they arrive. Consequently there is a far 
larger turnover of staff which is another 
significant cost to businesses in the area. 
S. Glos. CC has failed to engage with local 
businesses as Council officials promised 
on the 6 October 2016 at a meeting at the 
Sainsbury’s distribution centre to discuss 
parking in the Emersons Green ward. 
Indeed the double yellow lines proposed 
are more than was agreed between council 
officials and local business representatives 
at the meeting. I have suggested on 
several occasions that the Council should 
also look to: - 
1 Make a small section of Folly Brook 
Road between the Fieldfare estate and the 
nearest Sainsbury’s yard to the Fieldfare 
estate one way so you would not be able 
to travel down Folly Brook Road from the 
A4174. The vast majority of lorry traffic is 
direct into the distribution deport and those 
lorries would only have to travel an 
additional 200 meters of so if they used the 
next roundabout down by the beefeater to 
go to the distribution centre. Sainsbury’s 
lorry traffic between the their different sites 
would be unaffected, but the number of 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road.  
 
Creating extra parking for the business park is 
beyond the remit of this scheme. 



 

lorry movements would be reduced by I 
believe around 75%. 
2 The grass verges are in a very 
dangerous state and I presume the council 
would be liable if a member of the public 
fell crossing them and sustained broken 
limbs. I suspect it would cost very little 
more and in the longer term would save 
money if these verges were removed 
rather than repaired and the road widened, 
which would then allow a lot more parking 
with none on pavements. 
However Council officials seem to be 
incapable of looking at the bigger picture 
and have approaching 2 years to do so 
following the Sainsbury’s meeting, which 
sends a clear message to local businesses 
that the Council have no interest or 
intention to work with local businesses to 
address these issues. 
Please look at the wider pictures of the 
issues in Folly Brook Road not just the 
painting of double yellow lines on it! 

Objection 48 
RE: L3/DS/STOP/PT.5869 
 
I am writing to you regarding the proposal 
from South Glos Council to cover vast 
areas around the Emersons Green 
Business Park in double yellow lines. 
I am very concerned at the detrimental 
impact this is going to have on both my 
team, other colleagues working at our 
central support office, and fellow business 
park residents, and I completely object to 
the proposal. 
 
I manage a team of 8 people, more than 
half of which are working parents meaning 
our commute to work requires us to do a 
drop off at nursery, school, or both, before 
we arrive at the office to start our working 
day. To be able to complete this efficiently 
we need to be able to drive our own 
vehicles to work, and know that on arriving 
at work we can park them safely. 
 
Other members of my team commute from 
Cheltenham and Newport, similarly 
requiring them to use their own vehicle and 
be able to park this safely on arrival. None 
of us have additional time in our day to add 
a further 20mins+ to then drive to a park 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road.  
 
Creating extra parking for the business park is 
beyond the remit of this scheme.  
 
Apologies for the incorrect email address on the 
notices, however it should not affect the number of 
responses we have received because when you 
send an email to the incorrect address it bounces 
back with an email saying that it has not been 
received so people will know to send their views in 
via another method. 



and ride, to get us to work and complete 
our journeys. 
 
As you are no doubt aware parking has 
been an issue and cause for concern 
around the business park for a number of 
years and has forced people in to having to 
mount the kerb and double park in private 
car park areas adding to the likely hood of 
cars getting damaged or the general 
inconvenience of people having to leave 
meetings to move their vehicles so that 
others can leave when required.  
 
The proposal to now restrict parking even 
further by making vast areas complete no-
parking zones puts tenants of the business 
park in an impossible situation with regards 
to how their staff are meant to get to work. 
 
For the reasons I have outlined above it is 
simply not feasible for many of us to use 
the new Park and Ride at Emersons 
Green. I strongly believe should this 
proposal go through it will have a really 
detrimental impact on whether the people 
working in my team will be able to get in to 
the office when required. It is worth also 
noting that parking is already a frequent 
question that comes up when I am 
interviewing prospective candidates, and 
this would only be exacerbated further if 
parking was restricted still further.  
 
This is a very real concern for staff teams 
working at Hft and I strongly urge the 
council to abandon this proposal and 
consider instead what they can positively 
do to support organisations and the people 
who work within them to continue working 
at the business park.  
 
Rather than increasing the parking 
problems further for residents, I would urge 
the council to consider how the existing 
infrastructure could be used more 
efficiently – for example removing the 
grass verge areas to provide parking bays, 
reducing the widths of pavements etc. 
 
I hope the strong concerns of business 
park residents and employees will be fully 
taken in to account around this proposal.  
(On a separate note the email address 
provided on the original notification posters 



 

(mailbox@southglos.gov.uk) regarding the 
double yellow lines is invalid). 

Objection 49 
I am writing in regards to the proposal of 
the double yellow lines within the 
Emersons Green area and Folly Brook 
Road (ref:n L3/DS/STOP/PT.5869). 
 
I strongly oppose this proposal from the 
South Gloucestershire council. Please see 
my reasons below: 
 
• Putting double yellow lines along 
most of Folly Brook Road with take away 
valuable parking spaces. We only have 35 
spaces allocated to my office (Hft) and so 
we use part of the road on a daily basis as 
an overflow for parking. 
• There are also staff at other offices 
within the Folly Brook business park who 
will also be affected by the double yellow 
lines. This is a wider problem that the 
council have not addressed properly. 
• The double yellow lines will force 
me to park further and further away from 
my work office, disrupting my working day. 
I will have to spend more time to get to and 
from my car, and already commute an 
each way every day. 
• The transport links aren’t very good 
for those who have to commute a long 
distance each day. Getting the train and 2 
buses for me isn’t feasible, as it would be a 
6 hour round trip per day. So I  have no 
other choice to drive to work each day and 
need somewhere to park.  
• There hasn’t been a solution given 
to the wider parking problem in the area, 
simply putting double yellow lines on Folly 
Brook Road and not providing an 
alternative solution is not going to solve the 
ongoing problem.  
• Hft has not received a reply 
following the consultation that was carried 
out in conjunction with South Glos council. 
Why didn’t Hft receive any feedback 
following this? There has been no  
information given as to why this decision 
has been made and got to the point of 
putting down yellow lines. I also can’t see 
an underlying reason as to why the lines 
are being implemented. There is just a 
map and a description of what areas will 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road.  
 
Creating extra parking for the business park is 
beyond the remit of this scheme. 
 
A feedback report is posted on the consultation 
website, under the ‘Summary of Results’ section 
for each consultation that takes place. Please 
follow the links below for more information: 
 
 
Emersons Green Waiting Restriction Review: 
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/E
mersons_Green_WRR/consultationHome  
 
Emersons Green Waiting Restriction Review - 
Consultation 2: 
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/E
mersons_Green_WRR_C2/consultationHome  
 
Emersons Green Waiting Restriction Review - 
Consultation 2- Westons Brake Area: 
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/E
mersonsGreen_WRRC2_WestonsBrake/consultati
onHome  
 
 

https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/Emersons_Green_WRR/consultationHome
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/Emersons_Green_WRR/consultationHome
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/Emersons_Green_WRR_C2/consultationHome
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/Emersons_Green_WRR_C2/consultationHome
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/EmersonsGreen_WRRC2_WestonsBrake/consultationHome
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/EmersonsGreen_WRRC2_WestonsBrake/consultationHome
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/EmersonsGreen_WRRC2_WestonsBrake/consultationHome


be affected. What are the reasons for 
implementing these parking restrictions? 
 
I hope the above points I have given will be 
considered. 

Objection 50 
I am e-mailing in respect of the proposal 
for double yellow lines on Folly Brook 
Road. 
 
As you are probably aware there are many 
business parks containing offices on Folly 
Brook Road and with each office block only 
a certain amount of parking is allocated 
which therefore pushes individuals out 
onto Folly Brook Road to park. 
 
I believe putting double yellow lines will 
only exacerbate the existing problem with 
parking within the business parks. 
 
If a viable option were to be put in place 
such as building a car park for the overflow 
of cars somewhere near the business 
parks then I can see that there would be 
no problem with this proposal, however 
this is not going to happen therefore I don’t 
agree with it. 
 
Instead of looking to block another parking 
option off please look into creating a 
solution to this ever growing problem. 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road.  
 
Creating extra parking for the business park is 
beyond the remit of this scheme. 
 

Objection 51 
Objections to Proposal 
L3/DS/STOP/PT.5869  
 
As Lead of the Employee Forum at Hft (the 
Partnership Forum), whose Central 
Support Services are situated at 5/6 Brook 
Office Park, Folly Brook Road, Emersons 
Green, I would like to raise strong 
objections to the proposal to place double 
yellow lines along Folly Brook Road. As 
Forum Lead, I raise these objections on 
behalf of my 100+ colleagues who work 
permanently in the office in Brook Office 
Park, as well as those many more 
colleagues who need to visit this central 
support function as a vital part of their 
work.  
 
I would draw your attention to the nature of 
our organisation, a national charity 
supporting adults with learning disabilities 
who are dependent on the vital support 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road.  
 



 

services we provide. In order to ensure this 
support continues, we are reliant on the 
support of our staff based in Brook Office 
Park, on our ability to attract new staff and 
on the continued operation of this office at 
the heart of Hft. 
 
As I am sure you are aware, parking 
spaces provided for those based in Brook 
Office Park are woefully inadequate and do 
not come anywhere close to being able to 
accommodate the needs of those working 
there. This already means a complete 
reliance on the available parking space 
available along Folly Brook Road, which is 
already over its capacity of vehicles parked 
by users of the businesses in the area. 
Already there is a race for spaces on the 
road, which leaves those who need to 
arrive later for work, most likely those who 
have childcare or other responsibilities, 
feeling under considerable pressure before 
they even arrive at work. Furthermore, 
although public transport links into Bristol 
have improved, much of the catchment 
area to the North is poorly served, thus 
making reliance on car transport inevitable. 
 
As a regular visit to the office at myself, I 
have as yet found no alternative parking in 
the vicinity that allows me to park and walk 
to the office. Given this, I can see no 
alternative for those who rely on these 
parking spaces to be able to reach their 
place of employment and to do so on-time. 
Equally, the severe lack of any parking 
would make visiting our Central Support 
Services impossible for my colleagues, 
fracturing connections and impacting on 
vital work. 
 
Under these circumstances, I would urge 
you to reconsider the use of double yellow 
lines whilst there remains no viable local 
parking for those who are reliant on using 
Folly Brook Road to be able to get to their 
place of work. 

Objection 52 
Your proposal to add yellow lines on Folly 
Brook Road is going to cause many issues 
to staff working at businesses in the 
immediate area. My question is this: How 
can a council or organisation give original 
planning agreement to the construction of 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 



buildings in this estate (presumably 
knowing the potential capacity of each) 
and therefore knowing that the existing 
parking for each will be insufficient, without 
expecting people to have to resort to 
parking on the road. Come and take a 
look. Many businesses have staff already 
having to double/treble park blocking each 
other in. It’s no wonder that people end up 
parking on the roadside! Might I also 
suggest that with people parking on the 
road, this also acts as a small deterrent to 
speeding cars, and does in fact add an 
element of traffic calming! 

parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road.  
 

Objection 53 
I am writing to express my objection over 
the proposal to install double yellow lines 
along Folly Brook Rd in Emerson’s Green. 
As an employee of Hft (Brook Office Park) 
I already experience difficulty finding a 
place to park. If the parking is restricted 
even more I cannot see where I will park, 
as there is no street parking nearby.  
This proposal will affect a large number of 
people who work in this area. 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road.  

Objection 54 
I would like to oppose the suggested 
yellow lines to Folly Brook road. Our 
Offices have inadequate parking already . 
As I have a long commute by the time I 
arrive I have no option than to park on the 
road some distance away almost back to 
the main road.  
 
Would an ongoing robust approach to 
sanctioning people for not parking correctly 
be a better way to deal with this situation.  
 
Reducing further already limited parking 
places will not help the situation with no 
alternative plan to resolve the lack of 
parking. 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road.  
 

Objection 55 
With specific regard to the proposed 
double yellow lines in Folly Brook Road 
can you please provide further information 
as to where you expect all of those cars to 
park ? Whilst the Metrobus will be provide 
a service for getting people from this area 
into Bristol it does not support the 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 



 

requirement of workers to get from outlying 
areas into this part of North Bristol. 
 
If this area is to be further developed for 
commercial reasons the parking burden is 
likely to increase, or, the area will not be 
able to develop due to inability to recruit 
good staff. It is already difficult to get staff 
to work here due to lack of access to 
amenities (shops / restaurants / cafes) 
which are now just a 30 minute Mbus ride 
away with (arguably) higher salaries in the 
centre of Bristol. 
 
What provision are you considering for the 
management of all of the displaced car 
parkers in this proposal – the document 
does not seem to provide a solution to the 
issue which is already critical and which 
will be exacerbated if the parking 
restrictions are put in place. Until there is a 
clear statement on alternative parking 
arrangements I cannot support this 
damaging proposal. 
 

the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road.  
 

Objection 56 
Ref : Double Yellow Lines along Folly 
Brook Road 
 
 
I would like to put my concerns across with 
the proposed double yellow lines that 
you’re intending to put along Folly Brook 
Road. 
 
I’m a working mum who works on this 
estate and I find parking to be a complete 
nightmare at present.  I have to be in work 
for 9am, which can be a little tight, as I 
drop my 5 year old daughter off to school 
for 8.45am in Kingswood and then into 
work. The parking at the moment is pot 
luck whether I get a parking space outside 
of my building and if I do manage to park, 
I’m normally doubled parked because I 
have no choice. When this isn’t an option 
to park near my building I have no other 
option but to park on the Folly Brook Road. 
At 8.55am the road is normally chaotic with 
cars already doubled parked with other 
employees struggling to park near their 
place of work. Once I find a space I have 
to power walk to work so I’m not late 9/10 I 
am. I then work until 3pm and the mad 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road.  
 



rush starts again as I have to collect my 
daughter from school for 3.15. If I’m 
doubled parked, I have to get cars to move 
before I can get my car out, or I have to 
power walk along the folly brook road to 
my car once again, so I’m not late picking 
up my daughter. (Trying to park your car at 
school is another challenge again in itself) 
 
I’m a working mum who needs her car to 
get to and from work as I have very little 
time in-between to be able to walk or catch 
the bus. So for the Council to put double 
yellows on the Folly Brook Road is going to 
cause a complete headache and stress for 
a lot of people that work on this estate – 
not just me. 
 
I love my job and place of work, but if the 
parking gets any worse here I’m going to 
have no choice but to consider my options. 
Every morning on my way to work I stress 
about where and if I can park and truthfully 
being a working mum to 3 children is 
stressful enough. 
 
Please do consider your plans with double 
yellowing the road. Or maybe there are 
other options that could be considered. 

Objection 57 
I am emailing in regards to parking on Folly 
Brook Road and the proposal by South 
Glos to place double yellow lines, 
 
The placement of double yellow lines on 
this road will certainly impact me as I park 
on this road on a daily basis in order to be 
able to get into work everyday. Parking is 
very limited at our office and unless you 
get into the office before 8am, which is not 
possible I am a single parent with two 
children, I will not be able to come into 
work with double yellow lines . Therefore 
this will impact my ability to come in every 
day and if I need to park on a different road 
it will take me a further 20 + minutes to 
walk to work with laptops and equipment. 
This means I will not be able to start work 
at 9.00am in the morning if I am able to get 
into the office and if I am unable to get to 
work I will need to look for an alternative 
job 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road.  
 

Objection 58 
I work on the Folly Brook Rd estate and I 
am strong objecting to the proposal to put 

Thank you for your comments. 
 



 

double yellow lines along Folly Brook 
Road.  
There is not enough parking for the offices 
and no public transport near. 

Objection 59 
I would like to log our objection to the 
parking restrictions proposed for Folly 
Brook Way in the Emerson's Green area. 
Any restrictions implemented there will 
have an immediate and direct impact on 
our small street: Wick Wick Close. There is 
insufficient provision in the area particularly 
on the business park, it's not fair to push 
that problem onto residents. 
We have already seen day parking in Wick 
Wick Close by people using the new 
Metrobus stop, which is encroaching on 
the already limited space, there is barely 
enough for residents as it is. 
Please do not allow this short sighted 
change to make our street any worse, we 
already have people parking across drive 
ways and over the footpaths, limiting 
visibility of children playing and making 
access for delivery trucks and recycling 
services to enter and turn, I hope we never 
need a fire service vehicle struggling to 
attend. 

Thank you for your comments. Some of the double 
yellow lines where practical and safe to do so have 
been shortened to allow for more parking, however 
most of the double yellow lines must be 
implemented to ensure access for HGVs and keep 
junctions clear. The double yellow lines are 
proposed in places where people shouldn’t be 
parking anyway according to the Highway Code so 
the Council won’t be taking away any legitimate 
spaces. 
 
 

Objection 60 
To whom it may concern - I object to the 
proposal for car parking restrictions 
 
I’m sorry I didn’t have time to fully 
explain/elaborate all the points, but some 
bullet points are: 
1. The funds should be spent on more 
useful purposes – simply reducing the 
number of parking spaces and imposing 
parking restrictions is surely not the best 
use of the funds (whether they’ve been 
allocated towards this or not, they can still 
be allocated elsewhere instead). Traffic 
calming, average speed cameras on the 
A4174 would be better use. Other council 
related, non-motoring uses, would be 
better use of the funds. 
2. Parking restrictions will lead to 
house price reductions by clearly showing 
there is a “parking problem” 
3. Residents should park better 
4. Most parking spaces (limited times) 
would remain unused for most of the time, 
making them a little used resource. 

Thank you for your comments. 
Once the funds have been allocated, they cannot 
be allocated elsewhere.  
 
Some of the double yellow lines where practical 
and safe to do so have been shortened to allow for 
more parking, however most of the double yellow 
lines must be implemented to ensure access for 
HGVs and keep junctions clear. The double yellow 
lines are proposed in places where people 
shouldn’t be parking anyway according to the 
Highway Code so the Council won’t be taking 
away any legitimate spaces. 
 
It should also be noted that the businesses should 
have been aware of the parking that would be 
available to their staff when they chose to buy/rent 
the units on Folly Brook Road. 
 
This scheme is to introduce waiting restrictions, 
anything else is beyond the remit of the scheme.  
 
A consultation meeting was held with the 
businesses on Folly Brook Road. There were also 
two informal consultations held with residents 
before this legal advert took place.  



5. A full and proper study should be 
undertaken to establish the facts rather 
than simply relying on hearsay 
6. If there is a traffic problem, it seems 
to be actual residents whizzing through the 
estate (particularly Westons Brake) to and 
from their houses, rather than workers 
driving to park up 
7. Where should the displaced cars 
go? We need to commute to work because 
the public transport does not have 
adequate provision for our circumstances 
and car parking has been limited at work. I 
travel in from Bath each day, which takes 
around 35-40 minutes by car. If I tried 
public transport, it would take nearly two 
hours. Am I supposed to quit my job and 
find one in Bath and hope there is a Bristol 
resident who will replace me? If this is 
extrapolated, it could be argued to infringe 
on our human rights to free movement – to 
live and work where we please (I 
appreciate this may be a tenuous 
argument…). Where else in neighbouring 
estates should we park? This will simply 
displace/relocate the parking problem (if 
indeed there is actually a parking problem). 
8. I have worked here and parked in 
the staff car park (when available – far too 
few spaces for the number of employees, 
as is common in the estate, surely the 
council were involved in creating the 
problem to start with). 
9. Should employers be prevented 
from having so many employees who drive 
in? Should councils require a 
survey/declaration to be undertaken? If 
companies have too many staff driving in, 
should they be forced to move to 
alternative accommodation? This seems 
farcical, to be forced to move, or to be 
prevented from moving into 
accommodation. 
10. Should residents (present and 
future) be limited to only owning the 
number of cars they can park – i.e. should 
they be actively prevented (perhaps by a 
law/bylaw) rather than just by deducing 
from the parking restrictions? This too 
would seem a rather dictatorial approach, 
but perhaps the only viable one – for 
example, a family with 4 cars (e.g. 2 adults 
and two grown children) should not be 
allowed to buy a house if there is only 
parking for 2 vehicles (i.e. it shouldn’t be 



 

up to them to deduce that they should not 
buy it, e.g. buy it and then think “oh no, we 
made a mistake, the parking is terrible” 
(yes, they could easily have seen the signs 
(pun alert!), but they should actually be 
prevented by law/by law from buying. 
11. Rather than simply 
restricting/preventing car parking, why not 
provide better parking space guidance and 
mark out the recognised parking bays. E.g. 
in Westons Brake, there are two sections 
facing each other for 5-6 cars which 
sometimes only have 4-5 due to bad 
parking which could be alleviated if white 
lines were used (with no introduction of 
parking restrictions). I know that people 
should simply be able to park better, but 
they sometimes seem incapable of it – this 
would give them the required “nudge” to 
park better. Similarly, next to a small grass 
area, there is space for 4 cars (I’m sure), 
but it often only has 3 cars – longer cars 
could be encouraged to going to another 
parking area. 
12. We don’t need fewer spaces, with 
greater restrictions, we need better control 
and guidance to use the limited space 
more effectively 
13. Most residents will hardly use the 
car parking during the day, so why not 
actually prevent residents from parking 
there during the day and only allow 
workers/commuters to park there during 
the day? 
14. Commuters should not be punished 
for with carte blanche parking restrictions 
which do not actually address any genuine 
issue 
15. Although these comments are 
focussed on the Westons Brake area, I 
have no doubt many of them apply to other 
areas such as Folly Brook Road and the 
rest of the housing estate – don’t just ban 
car parking, without a valid alternative! 
Help improve the car parking with 
markings for parking spaces. If the roads 
need widening, widen them. If kerbs need 
dropping (e.g. Folly Brook Road) lower 
them. If traffic calming measures need 
introducing, introduce them 
16. Have a consultation meeting with 
residents and local businesses (with 
groups of staff at each employer, rather 
than just individual representatives 



17. Suggest a meeting is more effective 
than having to write/email etc. – writing is 
more likely to only get the views of those at 
either end, particularly for or particularly 
against, whereas a meeting (or series of 
meetings, bearing in mind the number of 
streets affected) is more likely to get more 
people involved. 
18. Writing can be done at “any time” 
and, equally, can be put off and forgotten 
about. A meeting, however, takes place at 
a specific time and people are probably 
more likely to attend 
 
 
I’ve enclosed a few photos which illustrate 
some parking problems – lack of spaces, 
even for residents and bad parking 
(presumably by residents) 
0323 - another car parked on the grass 
0380 – no idea what happened with the no 
parking bollard!? Another vehicle parked 
on the grass – this shouldn’t be happening 
at all, but further demonstrates the scarcity 
of parking spaces/too many vehicles 
0381 – car parked on the grass and 
another one parking blocking a driveway 
(presumably their own, but highlighting the 
problem with very few parking spaces/too 
many cars for residents) 
0383 – could extend the car parking to the 
rear of the cars or mark out parking spaces 
(with no parking restrictions) 
0492 – supposed to show that there were 
only 3-4 cars occupying spaces for 4-5 
cars 

 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 
I am happy to discuss/elaborate/clarify 
further and be as involved as possible in 



preventing this, as it is proposed, but 
helping find constructive solutions to a 
widespread parking problem (without 
simply banning cars). 

Objection 61 
I am a South Gloucestershire resident and 
I live at 17 Cynder Way, Emerson’s Green.  
One of the things that attracted me to the 
house and the area was the availability of 
car parking spaces not far from my house.  
I live here and this is my only home.  My 
Council Tax bill for 2018/19 is £2905-94. 
This should entitle me to some benefits for 
living in the area and parking near my 
home should be one of them.  Right 
outside my front door, 7 paces from my 
house is an area that you want to introduce 
limited waiting Monday to Saturday 
between 8am and 6 pm for 2 hours no 
return within 2 hours.  This will encourage 
a continual flow of people parking their 
cars outside my house for up to 2 hours.  It 
will also inconvenience me. 
Whilst this may restrict parking of people 
that do not live here it will also restrict and 
inconvenience me, my friends, my family 
and my neighbours.  It will be especially 
inconvenient if my family want to visit me 
and stay overnight.  I have 4 children 
whom have partners and regularly drive to 
see me and stay overnight.  My parents 
are now over 80 yeas old and live in 
Cornwall.  It would be totally unreasonable 
to expect them to drive up from Cornwall 
and have nowhere to park their car near 
my house when they visit.  Whilst I do find 
the parking of people from the business 
park on the other side of the dual 
carriageway slightly annoying it does not 
inconvenience me too much.  They are 
generally here during working hours when I 
am at work.  I do not think that we should 
try so hard to stop them parking that we 
disadvantage the people who live here. 
The parents dropping and picking up 
children from school are perfectly 
acceptable but please do not think that 
they are the only people who should be 
allowed to park here just because they 
come and go within 2 hours. 
If you really must restrict parking outside 
my home then perhaps you could consider 
parking permits for residents?  Please 
consider the residents when implementing 
any new parking restrictions. 

Thank you for your comments.  
The limited waiting proposed is Monday to Friday, 
not Saturday. Saturdays and Sundays (when the 
majority of people will have visitors) there will be 
not restriction in place. Furthermore the 
operational times will still allow for overnight 
parking meaning that visitors will be able to park 
from 4pm through to 10am the next morning which 
is reasonable.  
The restriction were proposed not only to stop 
people from Folly Brook Road parking here, but 
also to allow people to park and use Westons Hill 
play area and the pond.   
A resident permit scheme was not offered as the 
Council policy is to offer a permit scheme when 
“Normally, 50% of dwellings have no off street 
parking, i.e. a garage and/or driveway available for 
one or more vehicles”.  (The term “Normally” was 
inserted so that in the event that an area falls just 
above the 50% it could still be considered.) In this 
instance the estate doesn’t meet these 
requirements. 



 

 
 
 
 

Other comments Officers comments 

Other comments   

Support 1 
I support the yellow lines. 
Wadham grove, Emerson's green, bs16 
 

Thank you for your comments.  
 

Support 2 
I welcome the proposals set out however 
request that the ‘no waiting at any time’ be 
extended to the full road area spanning my 
property (as annotated on the attached plan).  
 
The proposal suggests part restriction but, and 
in line with broader proposals, will without doubt 
encourage vehicles to park in front of my 
property (due to other restrictions). This will 
create a ‘blind bend’ and will create a hazard 
when vehicles are parked.  
 
Additionally this will impact on line of sight from 
my property which is de-valuing.  
 
This road cannot be used as a car park at any 
time as residents have their own parking spaces 
on drives. It is clear this road is being used as 
such from other looking for spaces that do not 
own the adjacent properties.  

 

Thank you for your comments.  
We are unable to add any additional 
restrictions at this late stage.  
Your request has been added to the list of 
requests to be considered the next time 
waiting restrictions are reviewed in the area. 

Support 3 
Broadly in support of proposals but would like to 
see the proposed double yellow lines extended 
beyond the mouth of the cul-de-sac where nos 
9-21 are situated, as parking in this location 
badly restricts access to the cul-de-sac, access 
to the drives of 23 & 25 Wadham Grove and 

Thank you for your comments.  
We are unable to add any additional 
restrictions at this late stage, any additional 
restrictions should have been requested 
during one of the three initial consultations.  



also badly limits visibility onto the main road of 
Wadham Grove when coming out of the cul-de-
sac. 

Your request has been added to the list of 
requests to be considered the next time 
waiting restrictions are reviewed in the area. 

Support 4 
I agree with the proposed waiting restrictions 
relevant to Wheelers Patch, Pomphrey Hill, and 
Johnson Road. 
 
I am neutral regarding other proposals. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 

Support 5 
Having reviewed the above scheme to add 
yellow lines to Westons Brake, I am 
disappointed that the waiting lines around 
surrounding areas of my house are only around 
the corners of the surrounding roads. We are 
concerned that with the Metrobus starting, 
parking in the road will be used as a convenient 
park-and-ride area. The fact that no yellow lines 
are to be placed directly outside my house 
means that any parking is likely to be 
concentrated directly outside (18 Westons 
Brake). I would prefer the lines to extend in front 
of my property to prevent this. In recent times 
we have had issue parking during the 
development of the older persons 
accommodation by the nearby Shell garage. We 
would not want this to continue long term due to 
the Metrobus stop by the Willy Wicket Inn. Why 
cannot the whole of Westons Brake have 
waiting time limits? 

Thank you for your comments.  
We are unable to add any additional 
restrictions at this late stage, any additional 
restrictions should have been requested 
during one of the three initial consultations. 
It wouldn’t be reasonably practicable to 
remove all onstreet parking as this would 
have a massive effect on residents who do 
not have enough off street parking or who 
have visitors.  
Your request has been added to the list of 
requests to be considered the next time 
waiting restrictions are reviewed in the area. 

Support 6 
I refer to the proposed introduction of double 
yellow lines in Cave Grove, Emersons Green. 
 
I welcome this proposal & it is long overdue, 
those of us who live in the cul-de-sac are 
regularly blocked in with cars parked either side 
of the entrance making it difficult & sometimes 
impossible to drive in or out of the private drive 
to access our property.  My husband works for 
Avon Fire & Rescue under blue lights and has 
also found it difficult in the past to respond to 
jobs as quickly due to the selfish way people 
have parked.   

Thank you for your comments.  
 

Support 7 
I refer to the proposed introduction of double 
yellow lines in Cave Grove, Emersons Green. 
 
As before I welcome the proposed induction of 
yellow lines to the entry of our cul-de-sac. As a 
emergency driver responding from home I have 
on a number of occasions been unable to 
respond in a timely manor due to vehicles being 
parked in front or to the side of the entrance to 
the cul-de-sac . Although new neighbours 

Thank you for your comments.  
 



 

outside the cul-de-sac have moved in, the 
problem continues with their visitors and delivery 
vehicles. 
The only way to discourage people not to park 
blocking the entrance would be the introduction 
of yellow lines. So I hope this time the proposal 
will be given the go ahead. 

Support 8  
I support the proposed traffic management 
measures entirely. 
 
They will help reduce inconsiderate and 
dangerous parking in the Emersons Green area. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 

Support 9 
We are writing in support of the proposed 
waiting restrictions for Cave Grove, Emersons 
Green and would like you take a look at the 
attached photographs in support of the case. 
  
We are one of 5 families living in the cul-de-sac 
where we are subjected to inconsiderate and 
thoughtless residents who feel the need to park 
close to and parallel to the entrance to our 
shared driveway. 
  
Over the years, this has caused re-deliveries of 
weekly groceries, parcels, etc. As a result of the 
parking, vehicles larger than a 4x4 are unable to 
access our properties. As you can appreciate, 
this causes unnecessary frustration and the 
feeling of being powerless when approaching 
people to ask them to move their vehicles from 
the entrance.  These people clearly have no 
concern for others! Our main concern is and 
always has been that in the event of an 
emergency; rescue vehicles may not be able to 
access any of the 5 houses!    
  
Over the years I have been in correspondence 
with Katie Myles at South Gloucestershire 
Council and would kindly request that the 
photographic evidence be taken into 
consideration when you make your decision. 
  
Two of the photographs attached have been 
taken whilst the Legal Notice is still visible on 
the lamp post! 
 
Photos: 

Thank you for your comments.  
 



 

 

 

 
 

Support 10 
Looking at the document 
T309011021Rev_B__Proposed__Inset_1.pdf, 
you are removing most of the parking available 
to residents in Wick Wick Close. From my point 
of view having had years of parking problems, I 
am happy that you are planning lines around my 
property up to my drive/gates and also opposite 
(which causes the most issues as it entirely 
blocks my drive) 
However by putting the lines across the end of 
my drive serves no purpose except to force me 

Thank you for your comments.  
 



 

to put my car on the drive at all times especially 
when popping in/out on a weekend etc 
 

Support 11 
Further to the comments received from 
Emersons Green Town Councils Planning 
Committee, Councillor Judy Adams had this to 
say:  
We did not have long to consider this at the 
Town Council Planning meeting, but having read 
into it further , I can see that this legal notice 
matches the proposals earlier consulted on in 
the area. 
Having read the feedback from residents on the 
consultation, I would like to register my support 
for this scheme. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 

Support 12 
I agree with the proposed waiting restrictions 
regarding Emerson Way, the inconsiderate 
parking of vehicles adjacent to bus stops on this 
road has been getting more and more regular 
poising a danger on this road especially by the 
Exit-Entrace to 21-23-25 Emerson Way I live at 
25 Emerson Way which is opposite a bus stop, 
with vehicles parking to the left of my property it 
is making an exit to turn left very dangerous 
especially with a bus stopping at the bus stop it 
does need yellow lines to alleviate this ongoing 
problem I support the scheme 100per cent 
before an accident occurs… 

Thank you for your comments.  
 

Support 13 
Working in the Brook Business Park I contend 
with the traffic parking issues daily along Folly 
Brook Road, especially with the Sainsburys 
lorries moving between the different ends of the 
road struggling with all the parked vehicles. 
 
It would seem to me that the waiting restrictions 
whilst not only keeping the junctions clear, 
should only allow parking on any one side of the 
road at a time. 
 
The restrictions also need to prevent vehicles 
being parked completely on the verges, paths, 
cycle path as they do now as in some cases 
they are no longer on the road. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 

Support 14 
Regarding the proposed waiting restrictions 
along Church Farm Road, as a resident with an 
on-looking property I witness first hand the 
transportation along this road. As a new father, I 
am also conscious of pedestrian mobility around 
the estate and this road through the use of 
dropped-kerb crossing points.  

Thank you for your comments.  
The double yellow lines were not proposed to 
cover the dropped kerbs in general because 
there is no need to. Parking infront of a 
dropped kerb is just as enforceable as 
parking on a double yellow line and holds the 
same penalty. If you have concerns because 
the dropped kerbs are regularly being 



 
Despite the Highway Code requiring drivers to 
not obstruct dropped kerb road crossing points, 
there are unfortunately inconsiderate drivers that 
do.  
 
In regards to this, I note that: 
 
1)  Prosed Insert 6 at the Church Farm 
Road / Baynton Meadow junction. The proposed 
restrictions are illustrated as “exclusive” of the 
dropped kerb crossing between 35-33 Church 
Farm Road. I would like to propose that the 
dropped kerb pedestrian road crossings are 
made “inclusive” of the waiting restrictions. (By 
example, the Church Farm Road / Beck Close 
waiting restrictions are “inclusive” of the dropped 
kerb on the opposite side of the road.) 
 
2) Proposed Insert 6 at the Church Farm 
Road / Glevum Close junction. There is a 
dropped kerb road on the North side, crossing 
between 12-14 Church Farm Road that is often 
obstructed by drivers. This forces pedestrians to 
cross Church Farm Road twice to continue on 
the north pavement side. As this is close to the 
Emerson Way road, there is a significant 
amount of traffic on the Church Farm Road that 
increases the risk to pedestrian users 
unnecessarily. I propose that the dropped kerb 
at this location of Glevum Close is made 
inclusive of the waiting restrictions, upto the 
Church Farm Road.  
 
Thank you for your considerations and effort in 
improving traffic flow whilst balancing residents’ 
parking needs 

obstructed you can contact the Councils 
Parking Services Team and make them 
aware of the situation and request 
enforcement.  
Please go to www.southglos.gov.uk,  
then report,  
then Parking Illegally  
or follow this link; 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-
streets/parking/parking-enforcement-and-
fines/illegally-parked-vehicles/  
 
Alternatively, to report a vehicle that is 
illegally parked please email 
parklegally@southglos.gov.uk or telephone 
01454 868000 during office hours. 
 
For example: 
•parking on double yellow lines 
•parking on a single yellow line when 
restrictions are in place 
•parking over a dropped tactile kerb or any 
dropped kerb on a pedestrian footpath 
 
The police should be contacted on 101 for: 
•parking on the pavement 
•obstruction 
 

Support 15 
I support the proposed traffic management 
measures entirely. 
 
They will help reduce inconsiderate and 
dangerous parking in the Emersons Green area, 
particularly in Westons Brake and surrounding 
roads. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 

Support 16 
As someone living in Rushy Way and is daily 
affected by employees from the Emerald 
Business Park area parking opposite my house 
and on the corner of Westons BrakeI feel 
strongly that something urgently needs to be 
done to stop this inconsiderate and dangerous 
practice. 

Thank you for your comments. 
Buying land and building a car park is firmly 
beyond the remit of this scheme.   
 

http://www.southglos.gov.uk/
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/parking/parking-enforcement-and-fines/illegally-parked-vehicles/
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/parking/parking-enforcement-and-fines/illegally-parked-vehicles/
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/parking/parking-enforcement-and-fines/illegally-parked-vehicles/


 

The proposed waiting restrictions for Rushy Way 
and Westons Brake should hopefully some 
improvement to me. 
But these proposals would appear to be 
applying a sticking plaster to a problem which 
requires major surgery. The basic problem is 
obviously that development has been allowed to 
take place at the Emerald Business Park without 
proper consideration for the provision of 
adequate car parking spaces. In addition to the 
cars parking daily on the Badminton Park estate 
there are some 50 or so cars parking in Folly 
Brook Road, which creates serious problems for 
traffic using that road, especially the numerous 
HGVs forced to use it. 
There is vacant land between the A4174 / 
Westerleigh Road roundabout and the Folly 
Brook roundabout and on the yet undeveloped 
land at the Willy Wicket end of the Emerald Park 
Estate. Possibly consideration could be given to 
making this land available for car parking? 
I see that in a 2011 survey some 72.8 % of 
people in South Glos travel to work by car and 
that you anticipate that following the 
inauguration of the M3 Metrobus service you 
anticipate that this number will drop to 64.7 %. 
Sadly, after 3 weeks of Metrobus there has been 
no indication of this positive effect on car 
parking on the Badminton Park estate. If 
anything there are indications that people are in 
fact parking on our estate roads to catch the 
Metrobus into Bristol from the Willy Wicket bus 
stop. 
The policy of trying to force people to use public 
transport instead of driving to work is a non-
starter for people who work out of the city. It’s 
just not practical due to the unreliability of buses 
and the fact that unless you live on or near a 
bus route which will take you directly to your 
place of employment, you will have to change 
buses, possibly several times, to get you on to 
that bus route. 
It’s also obvious that as regards the people who 
park each day in my area, car sharing does not 
happen. 
In conclusion then, I strongly feel that you need 
to address the root cause of our parking 
problems, namely totally inadequate car parking 
provisions at the Emerald Business Park. 

Support 17 
Yes please put my name forward as it is getting 
very frustrating How many cars are parked all 
day making access to your own house quite 
difficult so YES I AM ALL IN FAVOUR  

Thank you for your comments.  
 



Police response: 
I understand from the Statement of Reasons 
that; 
“Funding has been included in the 2018/19 
capital program to review the current waiting 
restrictions in Emerson’s Green. 
Following meetings and site visits with the local 
Councillors and review of requests received 
over the last 5 years, it is proposed to modify 
existing waiting restrictions and introduce new 
waiting restrictions which include: 
No waiting at any time 
No waiting during prescribed hours 
Limited Waiting 
Also, a new residential housing development is 
being constructed at the rear of 26-48 Beaufort 
Road on the site of some existing garages. This 
development known as Maggs Close is 
accessed from Beaufort Road via the existing 
access to the garages and is narrow and has 
restricted visibility. Therefore along with other 
measures Waiting Restrictions are required to 
prevent vehicles parking in the access and 
obstructing access and also to stop vehicles 
parking either side of the access on Beaufort 
Road and adversely effecting visibility.” 
I understand that the purpose of this scheme is 
“to restrict dangerous areas of parking and 
maintain bus access currently hampered by 
indiscriminate parking, whilst ensuring that there 
is adequate parking provision for residents and 
visitors accessing the local shops and 
businesses” and that it is proposed to “introduce 
no waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow 
lines) to cover junctions/accesses and areas 
where traffic parking can reduce visibility and 
impact safety. The proposals include the 
conversion of existing advisory white keep clear 
markings, to no waiting at any time restrictions.” 
As shown on drawing T309-011-02-Rev C 
(attached). 
 
I understand from the Notice of Intent that the 
proposals prohibit vehicles waiting at any time in 
lengths of AINTREE DRIVE, BADMINTON 
ROAD, BAMPTON CLOSE, BAYNTON 
MEADOW, BEAUFORT COURT, BEAUFORT 
ROAD, BECK CLOSE, BISHOP ROAD, 
BLACKHORSE LANE, BOSCOMBE 
CRESCENT, CAVE GROVE, CHINE VIEW, 
CHURCH FARM ROAD, CYNDER WAY, 
EMERSON WAY, FOLLY BROOK ROAD, 
FOLLY BROOK ROAD, FONTWELL DRIVE, 
GARNETT PLACE, HALLEN CLOSE, HOME 
FIELD CLOSE, JOHNSON ROAD, LONGMEAD 

Thank you for your comments. 



 

ROAD, LYCHET DRIVE, MAGGS CLOSE, 
MANOR ROAD, MENDIP CRESENT, MORLEY 
AVENUE, PINKERS MEAD, POMPHREY HILL, 
QUARRY WAY, RODWAY HILL, RUSHY WAY, 
SARUM CLOSE, ST LUKES CLOSE, THE 
MEADS, TURNBRIDGE WAY, WADHAM 
GROVE, WESTBOURNE ROAD, 
WESTERLEIGH ROAD, WESTONS BRAKE, 
WHEELERS PATCH and WICK WICK CLOSE; 
 
And additionally introduce the following 
variations -  
“b) vary further the South Gloucestershire 
Council (Kings Forest Area - South 
Gloucestershire) (Prohibition and Restriction of 
Waiting) (Consolidation) Order 2007 so as to:- 
i) omit the references to CAVE GROVE, 
CHURCH FARM ROAD, DENTON PATCH, 
EMERSON WAY, FARM CLOSE, GUEST 
AVENUE, HALLEN CLOSE, HAM FARM LANE, 
JOHNSON ROAD, ST LUKES CLOSE, 
SHIPLEY MOW and WESTERLEIGH ROAD the 
provisions of which will be brought forward into 
the new order subject to the provisions of item 
a) above; 
ii) correct an error in therein relating to 
WILLOWHERB ROAD; 
c) vary further the South Gloucestershire 
Council (The Chase Area - South 
Gloucestershire) (Prohibition and Restriction of 
Waiting) (Consolidation) Order 2007 so as to 
omit the reference to RODWAY HILL the 
provisions of which will be brought forward into 
the new order subject to the provisions of item 
a) above; and 
d) vary the South Gloucestershire Council 
(Various Roads, Emersons Green East 
Development, Emersons Green) (30 mph Speed 
Limit) (20 mph Speed Limit) Order 2018 to 
correct an error in therein.” 
 
Enforcement of waiting restrictions within South 
Gloucestershire rests with South 
Gloucestershire Council Parking Services.  
The proposals should meet the aspirations of 
the Statement of Reasons. 

Comment from Councillor Judy Adams: 
We did not have long to consider this at the 
Town Council Planning meeting, but having read 
into it further , I can see that this legal notice 
matches the proposals earlier consulted on in 
the area. 

 



Having read the feedback from residents on the 
consultation, I would like to register my support 
for this scheme. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Appendix B - Drawing number; T309-011-02- Rev C – Overview of advertised restrictions in Emersons Green 

 
 



Appendix C – Drawing number; T309-011-15-Rev A – Advertised restrictions in Folly Brook Road

 



 
Appendix D – Drawing number; T309-011-15-RevB – Amended restrictions in Folly Brook Road 

 




