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South Gloucestershire Council 
 
DECISION REPORT BY THE DIRECTOR OF ENVIRONMENT AND COMMUNITY SERVICES 
ACTING UNDER DELEGATED AUTHORITY 
 
 
SUBJECT OF REPORT:  TO CONSIDER OBJECTIONS TO THE PROPOSED WAITING 

RESTRICTIONS IN OLDLAND COMMON AND BITTON (OLDLAND 
COMMON WARD)  

 
DATE: 25 October 2018 
 
 
Purpose of Report 
 
1. To consider objections and comments received following the statutory advertisement of 
waiting restrictions in Oldland Common.    
 
Policy 
 
2. The joint Local Transport Plan (2011-2026) sets out policies to deliver an affordable, low 
carbon, accessible, integrated, efficient and reliable transport network to achieve a more 
competitive economy and better connected, more active and healthy communities. The Joint Local 
Transport Plan is based around five key transport goals. 
 

 Reduce carbon emissions 

 Support economic growth 

 Promote accessibility 

 Contribute to better safety, security and health 

 Improve quality of life and a healthy natural environment 

 
Background 
 
3. The scheme has been included in the 2017/18 Local Transport Capital Programme to 
introduce waiting restrictions in Oldland Common. 
 
The Issues 
 
4.  Concerns have been raised by members of the public about dangerous areas of parking in 
Oldland Common.  
 
5.  The scheme engineer has consulted with the local members on the proposals. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Consultation  
 
6. An initial public consultation on the proposals was undertaken in October and November 
2017.  The online consultation overview drawing was viewed a total of 253 times. There were 83 
individuals and organisations that responded to the consultation with a majority (69%) supporting 
the implementation of waiting restrictions in Oldland Common. A second public consultation on the 
proposals was undertaken in January and February 2018. There were 53 individuals and 
organisations that responded to the consultation with a majority (77%) supporting the 
implementation of waiting restrictions in Oldland Common. The local members fully support the 
proposals. 

 
7. The advertised proposals consist of a Waiting Restrictions in:- 

o Albany Way, Bath Road, Berenda Drive, Brookfield Walk, Brooklea, California Road, Chiltern 
Close, Cloverlea Road, Coombes Way, Court Road, Cowhorn Hill, Fallowfield, Grampian 
Close, Handford Way, Hawkins Close, Henfield Crescent, High Street, Malvern Drive, Maple 
Close, Meadowcourt Drive, Mill Lane, Millbrook Close, Millers Drive, Nicholettes, Noble 
Avenue, North Street, Orchard Boulevard, Pennine Road, Poplar Road, Pullin Court, 
Redfield Hill, School Road, Stanley Gardens, The Dell, The Keep, Tudor Close, Victoria 
Road, West Street, Westcourt Drive, Windemere Way. 
 

A plan showing the extents of the proposed weight restriction is shown in Appendix B. 

8. The proposals were advertised from 29 August to 22 September 2018 
 

9. Responses received are as follows:- 

Received 9 letters of support for the proposed waiting restrictions 

Received 12 objections to the proposed waiting restrictions 

Received 2 additional comments 

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

 Implement the scheme as advertised 

 Amend the scheme 

 Abandon the scheme  
 

Financial Implications (includes tax implications such as VAT) 
 
11. Implementing the waiting restrictions in Oldland Common will cost £12,000. This includes 
the cost to implement the waiting restrictions with the necessary signage.  This can be met from 
the 2018/2019 (including 17/18 carry forward) budget of £26,000 for the Oldland Common area 
wide waiting restriction review (£6,753 has been spent to date 05/10/2018). Should the scheme be 
abandoned then the remaining funding would be reallocated within the confines of the grant 
conditions. 
 
 

Paul Webb, Financial Reporting Manager 
 01454 865715. 
 
 
 
 



 
Legal Implications 
 
12. In reaching a decision the committee is required to consider the responses received to the 
consultation. Details of the outcome of the consultations and the officer response to them are 
contained in this report. There are no other legal implications arising from this report. 
 
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 the local environment for residents in the affected 
area. There may be some associated reduction in emissions from vehicles and therefore some 
improvement in air quality in the immediate vicinity. 
 
Lucy Rees, Senior Environmental Policy & Climate Change Officer 
 01454 862224 
EnvironmentalPolicy@southglos.gov.uk 
 
Social Implications 
 
15. The proposed waiting restrictions should provide a safer and more social environment for 
the community in and around the Oldland Common Ward.  
 
Mark Pullin, Strong, Safer Communities Manager 
 01454 868480.  
 
Economic Implications 
 

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

Equalities Considerations 
 
17. This proposal has potential positive implications for some protected characteristics in terms 
of age and disability as these groups can be adversely affected by inconsiderate parking. There are 
no adverse implications identified.  
 
Mark Shearman, Principal Engineer, Design & Operations Team, Streetcare 
 
Privacy Impact Assessment 
 
18. There are no privacy issues. 
 
Mark Shearman, Principal Engineer, Design & Operations Team, Streetcare 

mailto:EnvironmentalPolicy@southglos.gov.uk


 01454 863601 
 
Risks, Mitigations & Opportunities 
 
19. Implementation of the scheme should increase safety for vulnerable road users. 
 
Other Implications 
 
20. There are no other significant implications for the council. 
 
Local Members 
 
21. Following circulation of the report the local members responded to confirm they have no 
objections. Cllr Sam Bromiley added the following regarding the proposals around the North 
Street/High Street junction:  
 
The new measures will be put forward for review in a future area wide parking review to see if the 
new yellow lines have had a positive effect. We have heard from residents who are concerned at 
the loss of parking so it would be beneficial to weigh the cost against the benefit in a future 
opportunity.  
 
Conclusions 
 
22. Whilst we recognise that the scheme has received objections, officers have considered the 
level of support for the scheme and the obvious benefits for pedestrians and road users.  Given 
the benefit to the community it is recommended that the scheme is implemented as advertised. 
 
Decision 
 

1. Both the local member and officers see value in progressing the proposed waiting 
restrictions. It is therefore recommended that the proposed waiting restrictions in Oldland 
Common should be implemented as advertised. 

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

3. That the objectors are informed accordingly. 
 

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

 
 
 
Nigel Riglar 
 
 
Departmental Contact 
Mark Shearman, Principal Engineer, Design & Operations Team, Streetcare 
 01454 863601 



 
 
Background Papers 
Responses to the advertisement of traffic regulation orders  
Statement of reasons 
Feedback statement and summary of comments to consultation 
 
Appendices 
Appendix A – Summary of objections 
Appendix B – Drawing numbers; T306-425-018, T306-425-019, T306-425-020, T306-425-021, 
T306-425-022, T306-425-023, T306-425-024, T306-425-025 & T306-425-026   



APPENDIX A – STATUTORY OBJECTIONS 

Objectors comments Officers comments 

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

 

Support 1 
 
Enforcement of waiting restrictions in the South 
Gloucestershire Council area rests with South Glos Parking 
Services or their contractors. 
The proposals should meet the aspirations of the Statement 
of Reasons. 
 

- Avon and Somerset Police 

  

Thanks for your comments. 

Support 2 
 
It is good to see that we are moving forward with waiting 
restrictions and good to see the investment in keeping roads 
clear. However I have been asked to ascertain, in advance of 
the Parish Council's Planning, Highways & Environment 
Committee meeting of 16 August 2018 that, without adequate 
resource to actually enforce, the restrictions may not be 
effective. 

The current restrictions in Longwell Green are routinely 
ignored and the Police have stated that they don’t have 
the time or resource to enforce them. There are a 
limited number of traffic wardens so this exercise  may 
only pay lip service to local concerns and issues as there is 
no real prospect of enforcement. 

 

Thanks for your comments. Waiting 
restrictions in South Gloucestershire are 
generally well enforced and the 
enforcement team are able to target their 
resources to address problem areas. 

Support 3 
 
Just to say that I strongly approve of these proposals and I 

know that many other residents do likewise.  

 

However, we are seeing commercial vehicles parking further 

down in Windermere May, Haweswater Close and Ullswater 

Close increasingly regularly and this has caused a great deal 

of concern and several confrontations in the last few weeks. 

These vehicles are often left overnight and over the course of 

entire weekends. One contractor has actually been banned 

by his employer from parking a branded 3.5 tonne truck in 

Haweswater Close after we complained to them about his 

abusive behaviour towards three separate residents when 

politely asked not to do so. 

 

There is concern that implementing these new restrictions will 

further relocate the problem to these residential Cul de Sacs, 

which are already under pressure from the needs of 

residents. 

 
 

Thanks for your comments. Your 
concerns have been recorded so that 
they can be considered in the next 
waiting restriction review in the area. 



Support 4 
 
A very good plan but a few tweaks would make it much 
better. The junction of Westcourt Drive / Westcourt Drive, 
Extend them much further along to first house on left as cars 
parking close to the junction make it very difficult when 
entering Westcourt Drive from west Street. In Meadowcourt 
Drive double yellow lines from opposite Tudor Close  from 42 
Meadowcourt Drive along the Rd opposite the houses 
towards the crossing across the railway along the front of the 
green . This would stop the school run parents parking on the 
pavement causing obstructions and danger. 

Thanks for your comments. We cannot 
make any further additions to the 
scheme at this stage. Your concerns 
have been recorded so that they can be 
considered in the next waiting restriction 
review in the area. 

Support 5 
 
I'd like to comment on your proposal L3/DS/STOP/PT.6003 
 
In particular, T306-425-019-Plan 2-Proposed 
 
I fully support the proposals. 
 
I live at 7 Haweswater Close.  I find this stretch of Poplar 
Road quite dangerous at times. Particularly around the two 
junctions; with Bath Road and Windermere Way. 
 
Whilst I sympathise with people who find it hard to park their 
car near their home, I see far too many residents' cars parked 
on the road while their driveways languish unoccupied. If 
households want additional cars, they should turn their front 
garden (where they have one) into additional parking, leaving 
the roadway clear. I do accept the need to allow on-street 
parking outside any homes with no drive or front garden. 
 
I also see many cars parked near the “Hollybush” pub, 
particularly on summer evenings. It's a nice pub, and I'm glad 
to see it thriving, but if it can't cope with the number of 
customers, it needs to shell out for an extended car park. 

 

Thanks for your comments. 

Support 6 
 
The planned parking restrictions in the Tudor 
Close/Meadowcourt Drive estate make sense.  IF THEY ARE 
ENFORCED. 
The main problem on the estate is the schools traffic coming 
in to drop children for St Annes school. In the morning there 
are upward of 70 cars coming in and out in a short space of 
time but in the afternoon they arrive early and park 
everywhere. The drivers frequently block residents garages. 
My concern is that with the parking restrictions planned for 
Barry road and school road more cars will try to use our 
estate. The gate from the school on to the railway line was 
opened to create a safe way for children to walk through our 
estate but now it is anything but and could become worse 

Thanks for your comments. Waiting 
restrictions in South Gloucestershire are 
generally well enforced and the 
enforcement team are able to target their 
resources to address problem areas. No 
new restrictions are being proposed for 
Barry Road. You can report any abuse of 
parking restrictions to 
parklegally@southglos.gov.uk 

Support 7 
 
As a School Road resident with a child at St Anne’s Primary, I 
would welcome the extension of ‘no waiting’ restrictions 
further down School Road, Oldland Common from St. Anne’s 
Primary School to (and under) the School Road railway 
bridge.  
 

Thanks for your comments. We cannot 
make any further additions to the 
scheme at this stage. Waiting restrictions 
in South Gloucestershire are generally 
well enforced and the enforcement team 
are able to target their resources to 
address problem areas.  
 



At school drop-off and pick-up times, cars are often 
inconsiderately parked on both sides of the road down from 
the school to the bridge, endangering children walking to and 
from school and impeding traffic flow.  
 
As a recipient of deliveries by 7.5 tonne goods vehicles, 
these vehicles often experience significant difficulty in 
navigating this portion of School Road, primarily due to poorly 
or inconsiderately parked cars at school drop-off/pick-up 
times. 
 
Please note: there is little point in imposing these restrictions 
if they are not going to be adequately policed. Unless 
vehicles are seen to be actively being ticketed and/or 
removed, these restrictions WILL be ignored. The co-
operation of St. Anne’s School in getting this message across 
to parents is crucial. 

Your concerns have been recorded so 
that they can be considered in the next 
waiting restriction review in the area. 
 
 

Support 8 
 
The corner at the bend of Poplar Road into Windermere Way 
is dangerous when commercial vehicles or cars are parked, 
as the view of Windermere Way is obscured. This results in 
vehicles being forced on the other side of the road without 
knowing if any traffic is approaching from the other direction. 
In additional to this traffic coming over the hump back bridge 
on Poplar Road have no view of traffic approaching from 
Windermere Way.  
 
We fully support this consultation to install parking restrictions 
at the top of Windermere Way as it will improve visibility and 
therefore safety. While only losing a few parking spaces. 

Thanks for your comments. 

Support 9 
 
The current situation is not great. We have had the police to 
locate some parking across someone’s exit and two missed 
swimming lessons, unable to exit. The van parking is a joke 
and completely inhibits getting off the drive.  
  
We are so happy to have double yellows! 

 

Thanks for your comments. 

Objection 1 
 
These proposed plans do nothing to discourage parking on 
and blocking pavements for pedestrian use. It is about time 
this council used its powers to stop this dangerous behaviour 
– the problem is acute in Westcourt Drive, Glenwood Drive 
and Fairway Close. 

Thanks for your comments. We cannot 
add any further restrictions to the 
scheme at this stage. Proposing waiting 
restrictions in cul-de sacs is usually 
contentious, therefore we usually don’t 
propose them unless there is strong 
support. 

Objection 2 
 
Regarding the waiting/parking restriction on windermere way, 
poplar road and the junction with the A4175 Bath Road the 
waiting restrictions are only really needed at/opposite the 
junctions. This will give the much needed visibility and 
improve safety for all road users and pedestrians. 
Making the whole length of Poplar Road restricted will result 
in the vehicles that currently park safely there to be 
displaced. My concern is that these will be displaced further 
down windermere way with drivers mounting the pavements 

Thanks for your comments. The 
proposed double yellow lines in Poplar 
Road are predominantly replacing 
existing keep clears. The double yellow 
lines have only been extended to cover 
driveways and the corner between 
Windermere Way and Poplar Road 
where vehicles should not be parking. 



to park on both sides of the road. Windermere Way is a busy 
access road to the housing estate and double parked cars 
partly on the pavements will push 
pedestrians/pushchairs/disabled into the road endangering 
them. Windermere Way and the other residential roads in this 
estate aren’t wide enough for this double parking and will 
cause access issues for delivery vehicles and more 
importantly emergency vehicles. We are all acutely aware 
that the latter is a huge problem in other areas of Bristol. 
Putting waiting/parking restrictions along the full length of the 
Poplar Road I am sure will cause this same problem here. 
One safety concern about line of sight at road junctions will 
be replaced with other safety and access problems for our 
emergency services. 

 

Objection 3 
 
I wish to comment specifically on the no waiting 
orders/double yellow lines between Dovey Court and 
Coombes Way as this is where I live and I do not have a 
specific opinion about the other proposed measures. 
 
I agree there are traffic problems here but I do not think that a 
no waiting order will help for 2 reasons. 
 
Firstly the cars that are usually parked on Millers drive will be 
forced to park in the unregulated side roads.  These are 
already crowded and removing parking on Millers Drive will 
cause problems.  Children are able to play in Hawkins Close, 
more cars will reduce the space and make it more 
dangerous. 
 
Secondly and more importantly, I agree that there is a traffic 
safety problem on Millers drive but I believe this is 
ameliorated by the parking.  Drivers drive too fast and are 
forced to slow down by the poor visibility and obstructions 
caused by parked cars.  If these cars are removed then traffic 
will speed up and accidents become more likely not less. 
 
Either leave the parking as it is, possibly with lines on the 
corners to deter the most inconsiderate parkers OR 
 
Make the whole Millers Drive area a 20mph limit, preferably 
with more speed cushions to slow down drivers, there is no 
need to drive more than 20mph in this area anyway. 

 

Thanks for your comments. Whilst 
parked cars can provide a form of traffic 
calming, the area of Millers Drive in-
between Hawkins Close and Coombes 
Way is both on a bend and at the brow 
of a Hill. Forcing vehicles onto the wrong 
side of the road at this location is 
potentially very hazardous especially 
given the close proximity of bus stops 
and junctions. 
 
Implementing a speed limit with traffic 
calming on Millers Drive is beyond the 
remit of the scheme. 

Objection 4 
 
On the junction with Millers Drive/Pullin Court you do not 
state the dimensions of the yellow lines, I would like to know 
how long they are and where you take your dimension from ie 
the start and finish point of your measurement. 
The reason I am asking is because I do not believe that the 
yellow line on the right hand side as you leave Pullin Court 
and turn right is of sufficient length, at the moment vehicles 
park up to the turning on Millers Drive with Pullin Court, so if 
you are leaving Pullin Court and turning right you have to 
drive to the centre of the road before you can get a clear view 
down Millers Drive very dangerous 
The lines should go nearly to no 15 Millers drive. 

Thanks for your comments. The 
proposed double yellow lines will finish 
10m from the junction in line with the 
highway code. 
 
The current “Keep Clear” restrictions on 
corners are advisory only, hence the lack 
of enforcement. Waiting restrictions in 
South Gloucestershire are generally well 
enforced and the enforcement team are 
able to target their resources to address 
problem areas. 



Who will be inforcing the yellow lines, because nobody is 
infrocing the current restrictioins on parking on a junction 

Objection 5

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Thanks for your comments. Waiting 
restrictions in South Gloucestershire are 
generally well enforced and the 
enforcement team are able to target their 
resources to address problem areas. 
The limited waiting time outside the post 
office was chosen based on requests 
from members of the public, previous 
experience and discussions with the 
local Councillors prior to consultation. 
Parked cars can act as a form of traffic 
calming. Double yellow lines have 
already been proposed at a number of 
locations along High Street, 
implementing any further restrictions 
could have a negative effect on traffic 
speeds and road safety. 
 
No legal order exists for double yellow 
lines by Tresothick Drive. Prior to 2007, 
no legal order existed for any waiting 
restrictions on High Street. 
 
Pines Rd is outside the boundary of this 
scheme. The Bitton waiting restriction 
review (which has been included in this 
year’s capital programme) will be 
reviewing the waiting restrictions in your 
area. 
 
The plans were forwarded to the 
Councils legal team prior to the 
relocation of the bus stop from West 
Street to Barry Rd hence why the 
previous location was shown. No 
changes have been made to the 
restrictions to parking in that area. 
 
We do not show Zebra crossings on the 
legal plans anymore as they are not part 
of the legal order and bus stops are 
shown for additional information only. 



Objection 6 
 
Having looked at the proposals set out in the latest documents 

I can see no amendments to those in the previous consultation 

documents for the area in Millers Drive around The Dell, 

Hawkins Close, Fairfield and Noble Avenue. Therefore as 

nothing has been amended my previous comments made at 

the last consultation still apply. 
 
“The creation of the proposed waiting restrictions will 

exacerbate the parking issues on the side estate roads where 

access for service, emergency and delivery vehicles is already 

often an issue. In the purpose of the consultation its states 

'whilst ensuring there is adequate parking provision for 

residents' it is because there is inadequate parking provision 

that the issue is caused yet no where in the consultation 

proposals is any proposal to address this. It is also noted that 

often the parking issue is made worse by the parking of 'white 

vans' and commercial type vehicles.” 

Thanks for your comments. The 
proposed double yellow lines on Millers 
Drive, The Dell, Hawkins Close, 
Fallowfield, Pullin Court and Noble 
Avenue will prevent parking that is 
dangerous and contrary to the highway 
code.  

Objection 7 
 
As a resident living within Noble Avenue once again I am 
strongly opposed to the additional parking restrictions within 
Noble Avenue and Millers Drive. The reason vehicles are 
now parking on Millers Drive is due to already insufficient 
parking within all the local cul-de-sac areas. With the addition 
of the proposed parking restrictions the parking within all the 
local streets will be become unacceptable. Also at present 
the vehicles parking on Millers Drive opposite Fallowfield are 
preventing vehicles from speeding within our area, before this 
cars would regularly speed up the hill much to fast. With 
having a young family we feel this slower speed has made it 
safer for the kids to play within the surrounding area, also 
how many actual traffic incidents have occurred since 
vehicles have parked in this area? Within other sections of 
Millers Drive vehicles regularly park on either side of the road 
but you have not deemed it necessary to invoke parking 
restrictions in these alternative areas. 
 
I also consider it a great waste of the tax payers money if 
SGC are adamant on installing fresh yellow lines on roads 
which have long since required resurfacing. If extra funds are 
available why not make donations to the local schools in the 
area which are all struggling financially. 
 
We don’t currently have parking issues within our local 
community but once if all the parking restrictions are installed 
I feel issues will arise with local residents. Will SGC deal with 
these issues if required? I doubt it very much. 

 

Thanks for your comments. Whilst 
parked cars can provide a form of traffic 
calming, the stretch of road on Millers 
Drive in-between Hawkins Close and 
Coombes Way is on a bend and on a 
Hill. Forcing vehicles onto the wrong side 
of the road at this location is potentially 
hazardous especially given the close 
proximity of 2 bus stops and various 
junctions. The combination of issues in 
this area of Millers Drive does not exist 
in most other areas.  The proposed 
double yellow lines in Noble Avenue are 
situated at a junction where parking is 
contrary to the highway code. 
 
The proposals in the Millers Drive area 
received majority support during 
consultation and were requested by 
residents.  

Objection 8 
 
I wish to oppose the parking restrictions for Nicholettes & 
Millers Drive by Nicholettes. 
 
We have not experienced any problems in that area with 
parking. 
 

Thanks for your comments. The 
proposed double yellow lines on the 
junction of Nicholettes and Millers have 
been placed where parking is contrary to 
the highway code (i.e. within 10m of a 
junction). 



I have a large family who will all drive and will require places 
to park, the same as visitors.  Also it could make house 
selling difficult and may effect the price. 
 
I agree in more dangerous places where children are at risk 
and blind areas it is required but this area never has lots of 
cars parked but it is available if required.  
 
Please therefore can this be reconsidered for this area. 
 
I am sure you would have more urgent needs of where 
money should be spent on our roads. 
 
I will appreciate your assistance in this matter. 
 

Objection 9 
 
I’ve responded previously to consultation on the matter of 
parking restrictions that will apply to the High Street in 
Oldland Common and also to North Street in the same 
location. These restrictions will have a significant and 
detrimental impact to me and my neighbours resident 
from 119 - 131 (a total of 7 houses) as none of us is able to 
gain access to the front of our properties due to the square in 
front of the houses being restricted with bollards and there 
being an unsuitable roadsurface.  
 
When we moved here we approached the parish council 
about enabling access so that we could install a driveway, 
removing our cars from onstreet parking, but this was largely 
ignored due to anticipated cost (not that cost was ever 
established). At that time it was only our household and one 
other that had a car, subsequently this has changed and now 
all of the houses are occupied by families with at least one 
vehicle. Enabling access to facilitate driveways would 
therefore remove unto 14 cars from the roads around the 
houses. I feel that were this solution implemented, the 
parking restrictions would have a lesser impact but there is 
simply nowhere for residents to park if you take away the 
option to park on the high street or on north street.  
 
My other concern is with regard to the increased speed of 
traffic were it unobstructed. The high street is a notorious rat-
run with motorists almost always exceeding the speed limit 
and on several occasions there have been accidents caused 
by speeding drivers. When I’ve previously contacted the 
council with regard to traffic calming measures, the presence 
of cars parked on the road has been cited as a pre-existing 
speed-limiting factor. The ‘opening up’ of the roads here, I 
fear, will lead to increase speeds and with three schools 
directly accessible from these roads, the likelihood of a 
serious accident is significantly increased. There is little more 
that I can add in terms of my opposition to the scheme; I feel 
that it is not yet fully thought out and is entirely for the benefit 
of the bus route to the detriment of those living here. 

Thanks for your comments.  The 
proposed double yellow lines on High 
Street, North Street and Redfield Hill are 
being placed where parking is 
dangerous and where there are existing 
keep clears. 
 
The area you refer to is not part of the 
public highway. Even if new carriageway 
was constructed there would be nothing 
to prevent non-resident road users from 
parking (and there are no funds to do 
this as part of the scheme). Although the 
Council does have a very clear process 
for establishing residents parking zones 
doing so in itself is a length, costly 
exercise involving very extensive public 
consultation. The Council’s transport 
polices include a strong commitment to 
sustainability and simply providing more 
land to meet an increased demand for 
residential parking is very difficult to 
justify. Your comments have been 
recorded by the Council’s Assess & 
Decide team for consideration. South 
Gloucestershire Council has an agreed 
process whereby requests for highway 
improvements may be submitted for 
consideration for inclusion on the Local 
Transport Priority List. Schemes that are 
added to this list are scored annually 
against key transport criteria as set out 
in the Joint Local Transport Plan. The 
following link to the SGC public website 
explains the scheme prioritisation 
process: 
 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-
and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-
schemes/local-transport 
priority-list/ 
 

http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport


Objection 10 
 
As a resident of the High Street Oldland common I object to 
the “No Waiting at Any Time” from the intersection of North 
Street to 100 High Street and Redfield Hill and on Redfield 
Hill on the following grounds: 
 
The rank of Victorian houses built circa 1900 were built in a 
time of no or little road traffic and as such have no access to 
any off-street parking and are totally dependent on parking in 
front or about their property. 
 
As many householders have one or more cars there is 
effectively parking space for 17 cars in front of the houses 
running from opposite Redfield Hill junction of the High Street 
to the playing fields of Redfield Edge School. 
 
The small layby opposite 98a can hold 4 cars and now 
planning permission has been granted for residential 
development with residents using spaces outside their 
property and the layby a total of 21 spaces this therefore 
leaves a requirement for around 12 residents parking space.  
This crude sum does not consider visitors to residents or 
tradespersons visiting residents. 
 
Currently the local side streets are used for overflow parking; 
North Street, Redfield Hill for both residents and visitors.  And 
now as this proposal removes this overflow residents will 
have no other option than to park in “No Waiting at Any Time” 
zones. 
 
This proposal does not offer any alternative to on street 
parking for the residents or visitors and will affectively 
criminalise parking in or around their homes.  
 
Points noted and identified on development approval of “The 
Paddock” behind 106 High Street are as follows: 

A) No accidents along this stretch of road including 
Redfield Hill had been recorded over a substantial 
number of years 

B) Development of the Paddock would not raise any 
additional risk to road safety did not  

C) Making a clear way from the junction of North Street 
heading North East up the High Street will only 
increase the speed that traffic can flow when a 
reduction in speed is required. 

 
This proposal does not offer any alternatives for on street 
resident and visitor parking therefor the council will need to 
look at alternatives that may include. 
 

1) Reduce the speed limit and remove the requirement 
of no waiting zones 

2) Weight limit for the High Street forcing larger HGV’s to 
use the ring road 

a. The major industrial units are on Bath Road 
Oldland 

b. There is no reason for HGV’s to travel past the 
abattoir  

Thanks for your comments. The 
proposed double yellow lines on High 
Street, North Street and Redfield Hill are 
being placed where parking is 
dangerous and where there are existing 
keep clears. 
 
The area you refer to is not part of the 
public highway. Even if new carriageway 
was constructed there would be nothing 
to prevent non-resident road users from 
parking (and there are no funds to do 
this as part of the scheme). Although the 
Council does have a very clear process 
for establishing residents parking zones 
doing so in itself is a length, costly 
exercise involving very extensive public 
consultation. The Council’s transport 
polices include a strong commitment to 
sustainability and simply providing more 
land to meet an increased demand for 
residential parking is very difficult to 
justify. Your comments have been 
recorded by the Council’s Assess & 
Decide team for consideration. South 
Gloucestershire Council has an agreed 
process whereby requests for highway 
improvements may be submitted for 
consideration for inclusion on the Local 
Transport Priority List. Schemes that are 
added to this list are scored annually 
against key transport criteria as set out 
in the Joint Local Transport Plan. The 
following link to the SGC public website 
explains the scheme prioritisation 
process: 
 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-
and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-
schemes/local-transport 
priority-list/ 
 
Reducing the speed limit and introducing 
a weight limit is beyond the remit of the 
scheme. 

http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport


c. This option would remove HGV traffic using 
Oldland Village as a cut through to Keynsham 
and Bath 

3) Make residential parking set back into the pavements 
along the High Street, as per Park Lane Chippenham 

4) Grant High Street residents’ access to the rear of their 
properties via Redfield Edge school playing field and 
generate off street parking 

 
Point to note. 
Today a neighbour is having a child’s birthday party and all 
the parking outside of resident’s houses has been taken.  
This has forced our household and our immediate neighbour 
to park on a zone that is covered by the “No Waiting at Any 
Time” and therefore breaking the law in the future.  

 

Objection 11 
 
As a resident of the High Street Oldland common I object to 
the “No Waiting at Any Time” from the intersection of North 
Street to 100 High Street and Redfield Hill and on Redfield 
Hill on the following grounds: 
 
The rank of Victorian houses built circa 1900 were built in a 
time of no or little road traffic and as such have no access to 
any off-street parking and are totally dependent on parking in 
front or about their property. 
 
As many householders have one or more cars there is 
effectively parking space for 17 cars in front of the houses 
running from opposite Redfield Hill junction of the High Street 
to the playing fields of Redfield Edge School. 
 
The small layby opposite 98a can hold 4 cars and now 
planning permission has been granted for residential 
development with residents using spaces outside their 
property and the layby a total of 21 spaces this therefore 
leaves a requirement for around 12 residents parking space.  
This crude sum does not consider visitors to residents or 
tradespersons visiting residents. 
 
Currently the local side streets are used for overflow parking; 
North Street, Redfield Hill for both residents and visitors.  And 
now as this proposal removes this overflow residents will 
have no other option than to park in “No Waiting at Any Time” 
zones. 
 
This proposal does not offer any alternative to on street 
parking for the residents or visitors and will affectively 
criminalise parking in or around their homes.  
 
Points noted and identified on development approval of “The 
Paddock” behind 106 High Street are as follows: 

D) No accidents along this stretch of road including 
Redfield Hill had been recorded over a substantial 
number of years 

E) Development of the Paddock would not raise any 
additional risk to road safety did not  

F) Making a clear way from the junction of North Street 
heading North East up the High Street will only 

Thanks for your comments. The 
proposed double yellow lines on High 
Street, North Street and Redfield Hill are 
being placed where parking is 
dangerous and where there are existing 
keep clears. 
 
The area you refer to is not part of the 
public highway. Even if new carriageway 
was constructed there would be nothing 
to prevent non-resident road users from 
parking (and there are no funds to do 
this as part of the scheme). Although the 
Council does have a very clear process 
for establishing residents parking zones 
doing so in itself is a length, costly 
exercise involving very extensive public 
consultation. The Council’s transport 
polices include a strong commitment to 
sustainability and simply providing more 
land to meet an increased demand for 
residential parking is very difficult to 
justify. Your comments have been 
recorded by the Council’s Assess & 
Decide team for consideration. South 
Gloucestershire Council has an agreed 
process whereby requests for highway 
improvements may be submitted for 
consideration for inclusion on the Local 
Transport Priority List. Schemes that are 
added to this list are scored annually 
against key transport criteria as set out 
in the Joint Local Transport Plan. The 
following link to the SGC public website 
explains the scheme prioritisation 
process: 
 
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-
and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-
schemes/local-transport 
priority-list/ 
 

http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport
http://www.southglos.gov.uk/transport-and-streets/streets/road-safety-traffic-schemes/local-transport


increase the speed that traffic can flow when a 
reduction in speed is required. 

 
This proposal does not offer any alternatives for on street 
resident and visitor parking therefor the council will need to 
look at alternatives that may include. 
 

5) Reduce the speed limit and remove the requirement 
of no waiting zones 

6) Weight limit for the High Street forcing larger HGV’s to 
use the ring road 

a. The major industrial units are on Bath Road 
Oldland 

b. There is no reason for HGV’s to travel past the 
abattoir  

c. This option would remove HGV traffic using 
Oldland Village as a cut through to Keynsham 
and Bath 

7) Make residential parking set back into the pavements 
along the High Street, as per Park Lane Chippenham 

8) Grant High Street residents’ access to the rear of their 
properties via Redfield Edge school playing field and 
generate off street parking 

 
Point to note. 
Today a neighbour is having a child’s birthday party and all 
the parking outside of resident’s houses has been taken.  
This has forced our household and our immediate neighbour 
to park on a zone that is covered by the “No Waiting at Any 
Time” and therefore breaking the law in the future.  

 

Objection 12 (Cloverlea Road) 
 
 
 

Thanks for your comments. The 
proposed double yellow lines on 
Cloverlea Rd have been placed at the 
junction with Malvern Drive where 
parking would be contrary to the highway 
code. 



Additional Comment 1 
 

1) Could there be a consideration for No Waiting at Any 
Time/Double yellow lines be installed at the end of 
Thirlmere Court to protect entry and exit of the path 
(to the right of No.21) which links the Bristol to Bath 
Railway. Whilst there might not be a huge issue now – 
this will protect this location with the inevitable 
increase in parking in the future. 

2) Also, could No Waiting at Any Time be included at the 
path entrance to the Bristol to Bath Cycle Path in 
Ashcombe Crescent in between No.17 & No.20. This 
would also protect the access and egress to the 
National Grid unit. Not only would this ensure the path 
entry is kept clear so access to the road is easier for 
cycles/push chairs/wheelchairs but also ensure the 
path isn’t ‘covered’ by vehicles for vulnerability. 

 

Thanks for your comments. We cannot 
make any further additions to the 
scheme at this stage. However, your 
request has been recorded so that it can 
be considered in the next waiting 
restriction review in the area. 

Additional Comment 2 
 

 

 

 
Thanks for your comments. We cannot 
make any further additions to the 
scheme at this stage. However, your 
request has been recorded so that it can 
be considered in the next waiting 
restriction review in the area. 
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