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Siston Waiting Restriction Review 3 – Consultation 2  

Feedback Report 
 

 
Purpose of the report  
This report is to feedback the results from the Siston waiting restriction review 3 consultation that took place 
between 1st October and 22nd October 2018.  
 
Background  
This consultation is a follow up from the outcome of the first Siston Waiting Restriction Review 3 Consultation. Its 
aim is to address concerns raised during the first consultation period and consult on the changes made to the 
proposals as a result of the feedback received. 
 
You can find the previous consultation and its results by following this link: 
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/SistonWRR_3/consultationHome  
 
A number of concerns have been raised by local residents and businesses about parking on High Street, Station 
Close, Warmley Station Car Park and the surrounding areas. Some of this has been exacerbated by parking 
relocating from the new residents parking scheme that was implemented in Tower Road North and Station Road 
that was introduced for similar reasons.  
 
Following meetings with the local Councillor and a public meeting with local residents, it is proposed to modify 
existing waiting restrictions and introduce new waiting restrictions which include: 

 

 No waiting at any time (double yellow lines) 

 Limited waiting  

 Shared use, residents permit holders and limited waiting bays 

 Pavement parking ban 
 
Purpose of Scheme 
The purpose of this scheme is to restrict dangerous areas of parking, whilst ensuring that there is adequate 
parking provision for residents and visitors accessing the local shops and businesses. 
The previous consultation brought to light some amendments that needed to be made to the proposals, for more 
information you can read the feedback report which has been published on the consultation page for the first 
consultation. 
 
Proposed Scheme 
The following amendments have been made to the original proposals: 

 The proposed limited waiting outside 17 to 29 High Street has been changed to a shared use bay and 
numbers 5 -15 were consulted to determine whether they would like residents permits. 

 Extra properties including the beauty salon have also be included within the eligibility zone of those who 
can apply for permits and have been asked to respond during this consultation as to whether they want a 
resident’s permit scheme. 

 The shared use bay proposed on the south side of the High Street has been amended so that it doesn’t 
block access to numbers 48 and 48A as well as the access to the planned new development. 

 A shared use bay has been added on Chapel Lane outside of numbers 4-8. 

 The proposed restrictions on Station Close have been amended. 

 Double yellow lines have been added outside number 3-5 Chapel Close 
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 The long stay section of the Warmley Station car park has been changed from a 4 hour stay to a 6 hour 
stay. 
 

The roads that are affected by this consultation are listed below: 

 High Street 

 Chapel Lane 

 Chapel Close 

 Station Close 

 Warmley Station Car Park. 
 

Drawing reference 
Drawing numbers T307-219-002-Rev B, T307-219-003-Rev A and T307-219-004-Rev C show details of the new 
proposals for the scheme.  

 
Consultation  
Details of the proposals including a plan and statement of reasons were posted on the South Gloucestershire 
website. The Council sent letters advising of the consultation to all properties affected by the proposals. In 
addition, notices were posted and maintained in the area for the 3 week consultation period. Local members, the 
Parish Council and the emergency services, amongst other statutory stakeholders were invited by email to view 
the consultation.  
Residents who would be eligible to apply for a permit if the proposed shared use bays were to be implemented 
were sent a separate letter advising them that for the proposed bay to go ahead, 70% of properties within the 
eligibility catchment area who respond to the consultation must support the scheme. A form was included for 
each residential property to complete and return.  
 
Feedback from the consultation 
The online consultation drawing was viewed a total of 53 times. There were 41 individuals and organisations that 
responded to the consultation via the questionnaire and no other responses received via 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 through to 11 show the results of the 
questionnaire responses.  
The results regarding the shared use bays are shown in figures 12 and 13.  
 

Figure 1: 
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    Figure 2: 

      
   Figure 3: 

      

Figure 4: 
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Figure 6: 
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Figure 8: 
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Figure 10: 

  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Figure 11: 

  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

mailto:TransportServices@southglos.gov.uk


Nigal Riglar,  

Director for Environment and Community Services  

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

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

www.southglos.gov.uk 

Residents who would be eligible to apply for a permit if the proposed 
shared use bays were to be implemented on the High Street and Chapel 
Lane were sent a separate letter advising them that for the proposed 
bays to go ahead, 70% of properties within the eligibility catchment area 
who respond to the consultation must support the scheme. A form was 
included for each residential property to complete and return. The results 
are shown in Figures 12 and 13 below: 

 
The results show that 100% of the people who responded were in favour 
of the residents permit/shared use bay.  
 
Figure 12: 

  
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 13: 
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The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed.  The comments/concerns received 
via the online questionnaire are in appendix A. 
 
Future Programme 
In light of the responses received the proposals (including the amendment of the operation days in Warmley 
Station Car Park to Monday – Saturday) will now be forwarded to the Councils Legal Team for formal 
advertisement. The Councils Legal Team will draft a Traffic Regulation Order and advertise it for a period of 3 
weeks. During this time notices will be placed in the local paper and on street in the affected roads. Details of the 
proposals will also be published on the Council’s website, giving people an opportunity to formally object to or 
support the proposed scheme.  
 
Depending on the outcome of the advertisement, it is anticipated that works will commence on site shortly after 
the Traffic Regulation Order has been signed and sealed. However, if objections are received during the 
advertisement stage, the Council will be required to consider objections in a report before reaching a decision. 
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Appendix A 

Comments received at Consultation via the online questionnaire Officer’s response 
Since the last meeting and display of information at the WCC on curb parking due to 
the Garage business has increased in numbers and duration. 

Some images have been previously attached to an e-mail FAO Ms Katie Myles 25/09/18 

 

Supporting Files attached as below are as a typical Mon - Sat occurrence. 

 

 

 

 

Thank you for your comments.  
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It would be helpful if the Car Parking restrictions were Mon-Sat only. We belong to a 
walking group, who use this car park to meet in on a Sunday. We then Car Share (to 
save theamount of cars going to the start of a walk) We would find that because the 6 
hours would not be long enough, that instead of car sharing we would all be using our 
cars to get to the start of a walk. This would sometimes mean an extra 4-6 cars on the 
road. We are doing this to try & cut down on the effects of driving to the 
enviroment,as we try & practise what we preach that the countryside matters. 

Thank you for your comments. 
 The proposed days of operation in the 
car park will be changed from Monday-
Sunday to Monday-Saturday due to 
comments received during consultation. 

I think the parking restrictions at Warmley Station car park should not operate on 
Saturdays and Sundays. 
I am a member of a community group Kingswood Ramblers who use the car park on 
Sundays as we operate a car sharing scheme to the start of our walks so as to reduce 
pollution and car usage. We leave some cars in the car park for up to 9 hours. If we 
were restricted to 6 hours maximum this would create a major problem for our group. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 The proposed days of operation in the 
car park will be changed from Monday-
Sunday to Monday-Saturday due to 
comments received during consultation. 

I completely disagree with the scheme, everyone should be able to park outside their 
house as much as they like . 
Many people won't agree with having to have a permit, so they will look to park 
elsewhere rather than pay, especially when they could pay for their permit and not 
have a space available. These residents will then take up other residents parking places 
on the surrounding roads and cul-de-sacs with no restrictions , leaving them with no 
where to park instead. . 
There are no safety issues with parking in warmley, I drive an articulated truck up and 
down everyday and don't have any problems and neither do buses. There is adequate 
pavement and crossing space for pedestrians. The only change that should be made is 
chapel lane should be made a one way system. 

Thank you for your comments.  
As you can see from the results above 
and the results from the previous 
consultation most people in Warmley are 
very keen to have a permit system.  
 
This is a waiting restriction review and a 
one way system is beyond the remit of 
this scheme.  

Initially I was one that agreed to the limited waiting shared bay, however I stated that 
most should be one hour, and either end should be possibly two.. Why? the constant 
visits for local businesses mean that as one leaves another arrives. I understand that 
small businesses require accommodating, particularly those vital to the village, eg Post 
Office and Pharmacy, (particularly for the elderly in Warmley), but I have read the 
request from Sepia and how are the girls who work there going to park? and 
mentioned staff numbers. Your response is they are classified as residential and 
therefore can have a permit. With the number of girls who work at any one time and 
their visiting clients, surely this will impact on the parking availability over 5 days? I 
assume that the Council will source this information prior to accepting as residents 
have to 'pay' for the privilege to park whilst visitor during 8 hour working day, get it 
free. With the Post Office and the Pharmacy, the visits are quick and not 1 or 2 hour 
visits. I do feel that as a resident I will still have difficulty parking and have the need to 
go elsewhere - possibly the Car Park! 
 
The mention from yourselves that some people could use the car park as their private 
parking is offensive. We don't get the option not to. If we park on Station Road for the 
two hour limit and then have to move and still can't park outside our homes, IF there is 
a space in car park, we park!! What else do you suggest whilst we await being granted 
a permit. I have spent time circling Warmley to give up, drive to friend out of the area, 
park on her drive and get bus back to Warmley and then return by bus when the area 
clears from long stay cyclists, workers etc., collect my car and park at home. 
 

Thank you for your comments.  
The majority of residents are happy with 
the proposal of 2 hour max stay or 
permit holders.  
Council Policy states “Small Businesses 
will be treated as a residential property 
in relation to permit allocation” which 
entitles the business to apply for a permit 
the same way a resident would. Sepia will 
not be allowed to buy a permit for every 
member of staff they will be allowed a 
maximum of two, just like all the other 
residents. The previous scheme has 
proven that shared use bays are a better 
use of the space than residents permit 
only bays. This is due to the fact that a 
large proportion of residents are not 
home during the day and the space 
would be left empty if it were for 
residents only. Also the fact that non 
permit holders can only stay in the bay a 
short period of time will create a high 
turnover of vehicles and allowing 
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I also read how some local residents are not happy as others will have the right to park 
within Station Road, if the above mentioned is not addressed fairly we will have no 
option but to park elsewhere, as they will. 
 
Just looking at the numbers without off street parking in the area, its obvious with 
more businesses being accepted by SGC within Warmley without parking available to 
them, the overflow hits the streets.** 
 
I would also like to mention that someone stated that most residents go out and 
therefore the bays will be empty all day. [information redacted for data protection] (6 
out of 7 homes not out all day). 
 
As stated above, many of us have no option but to use the Car Park and we don't 
choose to use it as private parking - this obviously impacts on cyclists and visitors to the 
area. However, having :- 
....early morning people who arrive, park and get their bike out to commute to Bristol 
or Bath for work 
.... people who drive in and park for the whole day whilst bus it to Bath or Bristol 
.... those who arrive in 3 or 4 cars to park up and car share to continue their journey! 
(We get this outside our homes to, hopefully a permit/share will resolve). 
 
I didn't think the car park was intended as a park and ride. The above use of car park 
has been mentioned previously with the SGC and a suggestion (as another mentioned) 
perhaps a limited number of shared permit bays could be placed in car park as well as 
short and long stay. Would this not assist local business and visitors to use car park as 
intended and 'hopefully' free up the parking for residents on the High Street. 
 
I appreciate that SGC have a difficult problem to address, however, a four day survey I 
don't feel gave a true record of what happens. I would be interested in the dates the 
survey took place as we notice a difference during the peak summer breaks and school 
term breaks when obviously commuters take a holiday. 
 
I am not anti small business. I have heard that people can park if visiting or commuting 
to Warmley can use the Warmley Community Centre Car Park ??? I don't know if this is 
correct or already used and space limited, but if this is correct would this not benefit 
small local business and they should be informed? It could resolve some problems and 
if a small charge, could benefit the Community Centre.** 
 
Whilst this is still ongoing, we are fully aware that on the Old Station Master Pub site 
has started New Work to include new homes and flats as well as another 'business site' 
- Hopefully adequate parking has been included together with space for visitors in the 
plans which will not have yet another impact on the residents and parking! 

residents ample opportunity to find a 
space. 
All of the streets in the vicinity have the 
same code, this is to allow residents who 
have permits to park in as many places as 
possible. In reality people will always 
park as close as possible to their house 
and will only park further afield if 
absolutely necessary. 
 
I appreciate that you say that 6 out of 7 
homes in your row are home a fair 
amount, but this does not mean they are 
home all day every day. There are 25 
other houses on the High Street that may 
be out all day and only wish to park on 
an evening when they return home from 
work, which will allow others to park for 
a limited time during the day.  
 
The car park is not big enough to sustain 
the amount of people who want to use it 
for various reasons so it needs to be 
limited in some way to ensure that as 
many people as possible have a chance 
to use it. Putting in shared permit bays 
would reduce the available number of 
bays in the car park even further and is 
not a viable option.  
 
As you have expressed this is a difficult 
problem to address and unfortunately 
not everyone will be happy with the 
solutions we can offer. This is why the 
consultation process is so important and 
why we tend to go with the majority 
when making a decision, which in this 
case agree with all of the proposals.  
The carpark was surveyed between 
Thursday 6th July and Sunday 9th July 
2017 by an independent enumerator. 
 
The Community Centre Car Park is 
privately run. 

I think the Warmley Old Station car park should be free all day, otherwise how can 
people use it to part drive, part cycle to Bristol or Bath if they cannot manage the full 
distance? 
 
The council does not seem to encourage cycling to work, or partially cycling to work. 
 
If you wont let people use this car park to multi-modal commute to work, then what do 
you suggest instead? 
 
I would like to see a solution in your consultation response please that is not just 
waffle, but a solution of an actual place to park up, take the bike off the car and cycle 
to Bristol. 
 
https://www.bristolpost.co.uk/news/bristol-news/air-pollution-almost-twice-legal-
298735 
https://www.bristolpost.co.uk/news/bristol-news/bristols-air-polluted-its-too-706146 

Thank you for your comments.  
The parking situation in Warmley is a 
difficult problem to address and 
unfortunately not everyone will be happy 
with the solutions we can offer. This is 
why the consultation process is so 
important and why we tend to go with 
the majority when making a decision. In 
this case, this consultation and the 
previous one, the car park survey and the 
public meeting that was held have 
indicated the need for the car park to be 
split into long stay and short stay parking, 
with the need for short stay being the 
greatest and benefitting the largest 
number of people. 
Alternative sites are available for those 
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wishing to park and cycle into Bristol, 
including the Lyde Green Park and Ride 
site and the public car park adjacent to 
the Avon Valley Railway station in 
Willsbridge. 
 
We do not wish to discourage cycling to 
work and work closely with businesses to 
encourage walking and cycling to work. 
More can be found about this work via 
the Travel West website:: 
https://travelwest.info/businesses/south-
gloucestershire.  

In June there was a noticeable reduction in the on street parking and poor parking 
within Station Close. Generally after 5pm there are very few cars that park within the 
close other than residents families of residents. The main problem within Station Close 
is that large delivery vans and the bin lorries have difficulty in turning around in the cul-
de-sac. 
I believe the choice of double yellow lines is excessive and that single yellow lines 
restricted from Mon-Sat 8am – 6pm would be more appropriate as no heavy vehicles 
ever enter the close outside these times. 
There are a number of issues which I can foresee: 
• I would have nowhere for my children or other visitors to park when they come and 
see us for prolonged visits, including overnight stays. 
[information redacted for data protection]  
• Parking restrictions in one area will always cause parking problems in another area. 
One other issue I can foresee is on the drawing there is a proposal to have no 
restriction by the entrance to the cycle track. This is one area which the bin lorries do 
have a problem with. If parking were allowed here then as any lorry, particularly bin 
waste lorries, reverse back the likelihood is that they would have to mount the curb. 
Mounting the curb is highly dangerous, [information redacted for data protection] 

Thank you for your comments. 
The double yellow lines have been 
proposed in places where according to 
rule 243 of the Highway Code which 
states: - vehicles must not stop or park on 
a bend…. Therefore no legitimate parking 
spaces are being removed. They have 
also been place in the turning head and 
on the East side of the top of Station 
Close to ensure that larger vehicles can 
manoeuvre.  
Station Close has been tracked to ensure 
that lorries such as bin waste lorries and 
fire trucks are able to manoeuvre 
through. Allowing parking next to the 
entrance to the cycle track should not 
hinder the movement of larger vehicles.   
Furthermore the majority of respondents 
have agreed with the proposed double 
yellow lines. 

In my experience (I often visit my parents at Station Close after work and at weekends), 
believe that the number of cars within the close are generally low after 5pm. It appears 
that many use Station Close to park and walk their dogs/ as a car park to then cycle to 
work (using the cycle path). Therefore, I would recommend restrictions during business 
hours rather than 24 hours a day. 
 
The use of double yellow lines in the area appears to be a little excessive. This would 
mean that people visiting family members in the close would need to park some 
distance away and walk (with elderly relatives/ young children). 
 
Please consider changing the double yellow lines to single yellow lines. This would 
satisfy residents/ council (whos lorries currently have problems navigating the close 
during business hours whilst cars are parked around the close). 
Many thanks for taking the time to read my comments. 

Thank you for your comments.  
The double yellow lines have been 
proposed in places where according to 
rule 243 of the Highway Code which 
states: - vehicles must not stop or park 
on a bend…. Therefore no legitimate 
parking spaces are being removed. They 
have also been place in the turning head 
and on the East side of the top of Station 
Close to ensure that larger vehicles can 
manoeuvre. 
Furthermore the majority of respondents 
have agreed with the proposed double 
yellow lines. 

Residents who have off road parking should give their road space outside of their 
properties to other motorists. What I do not agree with is the long turn parking of 
others cars while they are at work. This just brings the problem of non residents 
parking from Tower Road North/Station road to other residents streets. Parking on the 
high street should be residents only as they have no off street parking. 
Get the bus to Warmley 
Warmley is served by three bus routes. With two of these routes, 35 and 43, coming 
from the center of Bristol up through Redfield, St George and Kingswood. The other, 
19, from Bath and out to Cribs Causeway via Kingswood and Downend. 
Cycle 
Then again they could always get on their bikes on the Bath to Bristol cycle path. 
Being one of the over 70% of Tower Road North/Station Road who campaigned for our 
own residents parking scheme I can feel for other local residents and their parking 
problems. 

Thank you for your comments. 

The road space is not owned by residents 

and it is not theirs to give. It is a public 

highway for that everyone can use. We 

cannot remove all non-residents parking 

in Warmley as this would kill all of the 

local businesses.  

Parking on the High Street is proposed as 

shared use so that when not being used 

by residents it does not sit empty and 

allows others to use the space to visit 
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Being VERY hopeful 
Let Avon Valley Railway Expand into Warmley. Regular train services. I wish! 

local businesses and open spaces.  

The car park at warmley should be 2 hours short stay to allow people to park there if 
they want to go to the Cafe. 
My only concern about this consultation is that whilst I agree with it. It just pushes 
drivers elsewhere. 
[information redacted for data protection] Stanley Road and Crane Close. Have 
businesses parking there all day. Residents who are mostly elderly cannot park 
anywhere near there door. 
We need residents parking as well that would complete the warmley area. 
Non residents park on the grass by the side of my house to go to the barbers and 
chemist. This is dangerous. 

Thank you for your comments.  
Unfortunately the budget for this scheme 
doesn’t allow for the inclusion of any 
extra roads at this time. However the 
Councils Assess and Decide Team have 
recorded this comment and Stanley Road 
and Crane Close will be considered in the 
next waiting restriction review. 

The car park is the last resort for parking close to home. There should be residents bays 
in the car park .The waiting time on the high street, should be limited to 1 hour ,not 
two hours. Sepia business should not be prioritised with more than three permits. We 
should be able to use the bays with our permits in station road ,tower road, the roads 
do not belong to the residents, we have had our tyres punctured before they had 
permits, for daring to park in their Street. What we have to bare in mind is there is a 
new building going up with considerable amount of housing and offices, with potential 
for more parking required. Altogether there will be a high demand for permits with 
limited parking, and maybe a more available places, if we can share use of the tower 
road and station road parking spaces, after all there are a lot of off road parking 
afforded to the residents in tower road ,station road and others, we have no 
alternative, but to fight tooth and nail to park outside or near our properties. 

Thank you for your comments. 
The car park is not big enough to sustain 
the amount of people who want to use it 
for various reasons so it needs to be 
limited in some way to ensure that as 
many people as possible have a chance 
to use it. Putting residents permit bays 
would reduce the available number of 
bays in the car park even further and is 
not a viable option. 
The majority of people who responded 
have agreed with the 2hour maximum 
stay on the High Street. Sepia will be 
treated the same as the residential 
properties eligible for permits.  
If the scheme proceeds to 
implementation all residents that buy a 
permit will be able to use them in Station 
Road, Tower Road North and anywhere 
else within the WY parking zone.  
 

Originally I asked for there to be no yellow lines outside my house so that I can park 
and my guests / family can park when they visit me which is 4-5 times a week I will 
have someone call by to see me. However I now wish to go against the whole plan as if 
it goes ahead now as proposed it means in this entire street there are just two spaces 
for general public to park [information redacted for data protection] 
Number 10 has battled for years with this issue and I now don't wish for it to be spring 
upon me and my neighbour because the yellow lines will fill the entire road. 
 
My final say in this is that we just leave the road as it is or it becomes a resident o my 
road. I do not wish for any lines to go head as they will impact me the worst and I'll 
have people parking outside my house making it impossible for me to get off my drive 
with my young child in the car. 

Thank you for your comments.  
There are no yellow lines proposed 
directly outside your property.  
 
The double yellow lines have been 
proposed in places where according to 
rule 243 of the Highway Code which 
states: - vehicles must not stop or park 
on a bend…. Therefore no legitimate 
parking spaces are being removed. They 
have also been place in the turning head 
and on the East side of the top of Station 
Close to ensure that larger vehicles can 
manoeuvre. 
 
Furthermore the majority of respondents 
have agreed with the proposed double 
yellow lines. 

I believe this scheme has the potential to allieviate the very considerable car parking 
problems that exsist in this part of Warmley. 
It must be implimented in full, with no exceptions, to achieve this aim. 
Any alteration or dilution will considerable reducuce its overall impact. 
Please ensure that the scheme is carried out as laid down in this document with no 
alterations 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

I disagree with the introduction of limited waiting times at the Warmley Station Car 
Park. 
 
You have proposed a 'long-stay' section, with parking up to 6 hours and a 'short-stay' 

Thank you for your comments.  
The parking situation in Warmley is a 
difficult problem to address and 
unfortunately not everyone will be happy 
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section. The 6 hour limit is insufficient to allow me to use the car park as part of my 
commute to work. I normally park at around 08:00 and do not return to my car until 
around 18:30. I do not object to some of the parking being kept for short-stay parking. 
 
Like many others, I commute to work in the centre of Bristol by bicycle. The car park at 
Warmley is extremely convenient for the traffic-free cycle route into the city. There is 
an extreme shortage of alternative parking. I have previously parked on-street in the 
vicinity, but have experienced criminal damage (reported to the police) as a result. 
 
Because of the distance between my home and work, I am unable to commute the 
whole way by bike. Instead, I must drive part of the way and cycle the last 7 miles into 
the city. Because of that, I need to find parking near to the Bristol -- Bath Cycle Track. 
 
In commuting in this way, I and others like me: 
- Reduce our carbon footprint air pollution; 
- Reduce traffic congestion in the city in the critical 'rush-hour' period; 
 
Speaking personally, the exercise I get through commuting this way improves my 
health. [information redacted for data protection]. As a result, I may be considered to 
have a disability (as defined under the Equality Act 2010). 
 
Ensuring that I get regular exercise is part of the treatment prescribed for this 
condition. By commuting to work regularly by bike, I have been able to manage the 
condition for the last 3 years or so without the need for medication or further NHS 
intervention. If I am unable to commute by bike, I will be unable to get this form of 
exercise. It is possible that, as a result, I will need medical intervention to [information 
redacted for data protection] which will push costs onto the NHS. 
 
I would not object to other methods of preventing excessive use of the parking at 
Warmley, for example a modest charge or, preferably, a paid-for parking permit 
scheme. 
 
I am concerned that limiting parking at Warmley Station will displace parking 
elsewhere, into places which are much less suitable and potentially dangerous. 

with the solutions we can offer. This is 
why the consultation process is so 
important and why we tend to go with 
the majority when making a decision. In 
this case, this consultation and the 
previous one, the car park survey and the 
public meeting that was held have 
indicated the need for the car park to be 
split into long stay and short stay parking, 
with the need for short stay being the 
greatest and benefitting the largest 
number of people. 
Alternative sites are available for those 
wishing to park and cycle into Bristol, 
including the Lyde Green Park and Ride 
site and the public car park adjacent to 
the Avon Valley Railway station in 
Willsbridge. 
 
We do not wish to discourage cycling to 
work and work closely with businesses to 
encourage walking and cycling to work. 
More can be found about this work via 
the Travel West website:: 
https://travelwest.info/businesses/south-
gloucestershire.  
 
With the sole exception of the car park 
adjacent to Parkway Station it is South 
Gloucestershire Council policy not to 
charge for parking. 

I think if there was longer parking allowed in the car park it would be full of daily 
commuters going into work in Bristol and Bath. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 

For Station Close, I believe that if you make the long stay car park to a max 6 hours 
people who use it to commute into Bristol or Bath by bike will end up parking on 
Station Close thus taking up all the space/s available for visitors to residents and local 
businesses to use. I think the long stay should allow people to park for any period, with 
short stay left so that visitors to local shops or walking dogs etc will have a better 
chance to be able to park there. This way those commuting in will still be able to use it 
and also there will be an option for if/when family or friends visit for a weekend or 
longer. 
 
I have highlighted that I don't think the double yellows are needed in 3 sections of 
Station Close. I have agreed for other lines to remain to stop idiots parking 
inconsiderately preventing the road getting blocked. This would give us a few more 
parking spaces back with no limits and as parking is rarely ever an issue on these three 
sections, hopefully that won't be hugely impacted by the changes to the car park. 

Thank you for your comments.  
 
The parking situation in Warmley is a 
difficult problem to address and 
unfortunately not everyone will be happy 
with the solutions we can offer. This is 
why the consultation process is so 
important and why we tend to go with 
the majority when making a decision.  
In this case, this consultation and the 
previous one, the car park survey and the 
public meeting that was held, have 
indicated the need for the car park to be 
split into long stay and short stay parking, 
with the need for short stay being the 
greatest. We have also found that the 
best use of the space is to put a limit on 
the long stay parking to ensure that the 
most amount of people have an 
opportunity to use the car park, as the 
space has been monopolised by certain 
individuals for long periods of time. 
 
The double yellow lines have been 
proposed in places where according to 
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rule 243 of the Highway Code which 
states: - vehicles must not stop or park 
on a bend…. Therefore no legitimate 
parking spaces are being removed. They 
have also been place in the turning head 
and on the East side of the top of Station 
Close to ensure that larger vehicles can 
manoeuvre. 
 
Furthermore the majority of respondents 
have agreed with the proposed double 
yellow lines. 

We are living at [information redacted for data protection] we currently have no 
street parking available so any restriction would severely affect our ability for family, 
[information redacted for data protection] and friends to visit.why should there be 
any restriction but no restriction directly outside12&14 
I thought the general consensus in the road was for no yellow lines whatsoever in any 
part of the road as it would devalue the value of the houses and restrict visitors to all 
houses 
 
I thought even on one of the original plans there were no yellow lines past house 10 
station close 
 
[information redacted for data protection] 
 
It does concern me that with all these restrictions around warmley where are cars 
going 

Thank you for your comments.  
The double yellow lines have been 
proposed in places where according to 
rule 243 of the Highway Code which 
states: - vehicles must not stop or park 
on a bend…. Therefore no legitimate 
parking spaces are being removed. They 
have also been place in the turning head 
and on the East side of the top of Station 
Close to ensure that larger vehicles can 
manoeuvre. 
 
Furthermore the majority of respondents 
have agreed with the proposed double 
yellow lines. 

I belong to Kingswood Ramblers. We meet every Sunday at Warmley Station car park 
to share lifts to the start of our walks. A 6 hour long stay limit would mean that we 
would not be able to park here for the day. This could result in less car sharing as if it is 
not possible to leave a car all day members might prefer to drive to the start 
themselves. This would mean more car journeys. Something the Ramblers are trying to 
avoid. 
I feel that there is no need for parking restrictions on Sunday as people are unlikely to 
be using the car park as a "Park and Ride" facility. 

Thank you for your comments.  
The proposed days of operation in the 
car park will be changed from Monday-
Sunday to Monday-Saturday due to 
comments received during consultation.  

Kingswood Ramblers use the car park on sundays as a meeting place for walkers. We 
then use a minimum number of cars to get the group to the start of the walk, thus 
saving petrol and carbon emissions. A shorter limit would mean either taking multiple 
cars unnecessarily or adding to the cars parked in nearby roads thereby adding to the 
current problem. The car park is used by many using the cycle path and restrictions 
could affect this, with a detrimental effect on the health and social advantages of the 
walkway and community forest. 

Thank you for your comments. 
The proposed days of operation in the 
car park will be changed from Monday-
Sunday to Monday-Saturday due to 
comments received during consultation. 

I live near [information redacted for data protection]  and during the summer I used 
the car park by which to cycle the remaining 8 miles to [information redacted for data 
protection]. This enabled me to get some safe exercise using the Cycle path and also 
do my bit to take a car off of the A4174. I had hoped to make this a regular thing across 
the winter months. 
 
I understand parking is an issue but there are others, like myself who were trying to do 
the right thing for the environment who will now be forced to drive into Bristol once 
more. 
 
Is there a solution or compromise that would not penalise commuting cyclists? 

Thank you for your comments.   
The parking situation in Warmley is a 
difficult problem to address and 
unfortunately not everyone will be happy 
with the solutions we can offer. This is 
why the consultation process is so 
important and why we tend to go with 
the majority when making a decision.  
In this case, this consultation and the 
previous one, the car park survey and the 
public meeting that was held, have 
indicated the need for the car park to be 
split into long stay and short stay parking, 
with the need for short stay being the 
greatest. We have also found that the 
best use of the space is to put a limit on 
the long stay parking to ensure that the 
most amount of people have an 
opportunity to use the car park, as the 
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space has been monopolised by certain 
individuals for long periods of time. 

I do not agree with the proposed limit of time of 6 hours imposed on the car park. This 
makes it impossible for workers at local businesses and schools to park there. 
I also strongly disagree to the limit of 6 hours being in place on Sundays. Many local 
people and groups use the car park to take advantage of local facilities such as the 
Bristol to Bath shared use path, the Waiting Room cafe and local foot paths. If there 
has to be a limit of time imposed on a Sunday, it should be no less than 8 hours, to 
enable people to park, have a day out (e.g. return cycle to Bath, orienteering and 
running events, local Ramblers circuit etc), and return within the time limit. This is 
especially required between April and October, when one may take advantage of the 
daylight hours. 

Thank you for your comments.  
The majority of people who have 
responded to the consultation agreed 
with the 6 hour time limit or wanted it 
shorter. However due to comments 
received the proposed days of operation 
in the car park will be changed from 
Monday-Sunday to Monday-Saturday. 

My main concern is with lack of short stay parking, for example 20 minutes, outside the 
post office. It is virtually impossible to park there now with only one designated space 
for customers which is always taken. I am forced to take my custom to the shop at the 
end of Cadbury Heath Rd which makes me feel very disloyal to the owners of the 
Warmley PO who have served me well over the years. I fear local business will lose 
custom and end up closing down which would be a great shame. Please consider 
reinstating more customer parking in Warmley. 

Thank you for your comments. 
The bays near the post office are not 
subject to this consultation.  

I feel that the consultation has lost focus from the original concerns raised by 
residents. It now seems extra properties/residents and businesses are being included 
within the scheme inviting even more pressure to the exsisting parking difficulties to 
the high st. Whilst I agree that local businesses require somewhere for customers to 
park but feel they are now being priorities over residents. Shared bays either end of 
the high st. as in Station Rd would be more than adequate combined with the changes 
to Warmley Station car park to provide ample parking for visitors to the area and 
businesses should encourage their customer to use these. 
The standard response given to our concerns raised in the consultation is unclear in its 
explanation and now I'm not entirely sure on what is being proposed. Regarding the 
assumption that the bays would be left empty all day is not fact base. Several residents 
on the High St. are retired others work part time and therefore I find it very unlikely 
that the resident only permit bays would be left empty and under used. The 2 hr 
waiting time would only provide a higher turn over of customer parking and residents 
would still struggle to park due to the constant arrival of customers/visitors to the area. 
Again I raised the question as what are residents paying for? while I understand that 
we are not guaranteed a parking space this will be greatly reduced with having all 
shared bays. If the only option is shared used bays along the whole of the High St. 
instead of a mixture of resident only permits and shared bays I would not have voted in 
favour of this scheme as I feel it would bring no change to the current situation. 

Thank you for your comments. 
The previous scheme has proven that 
shared use bays are a better use of the 
space than residents permit only bays. 
This is due to the fact that a large 
proportion of residents are not home 
during the day and the space would be 
left empty if it were for residents only. 
Also the fact that non permit holders can 
only stay in the bay a short period of 
time will create a high turnover of 
vehicles and allowing residents ample 
opportunity to find a space. 
All of the streets in the vicinity have the 
same code, this is to allow residents who 
have permits to park in as many places as 
possible. In reality people will always 
park as close as possible to their house 
and will only park further afield if 
absolutely necessary.  
If the residents are at home most of the 
day then nothing has been lost and they 
can still park in the bay with their permit.  
 

You don't provide me with the opportunity to comment on the change to the parking 
restriction on Tower Road North. 
I am in support of shared parking but only if for non-residents it is restricted to no 
more than 30 mins. 
Otherwise there is a strong possibility that without a robust, and long term, ability to 
fund parking enforcement that allows traffic enforcement personnel to return multiple 
times in a single day, the 2 hours / no return in 4 hours will in effect become 'stay all 
day'. 
This will mean that parking for residents will become difficult, if not impossible, as 
there will not be a high turnover - which is all the Post Office is asking for - for an 
extension of, and equivalence to, the parking restriction they currently have for the 
single parking bay outside the Post Office. 

Thank you for your comments. 
Tower Road North is not included in this 
consultation. As clearly stated on the 
consultation page: “This consultation is a 
follow up from the outcome of the first 
Siston Waiting Restriction Review 3 
Consultation. It's aim is to address 
concerns raised during the first 
consultation period and consult on the 
changes made to the proposals as a 
result of the feedback received.” The 
majority of respondents who responded 
to the previous consultation voted in 
favour of the proposals on Tower Road 
North and there was no need for further 
consultation.  

I agree with the single yellow lines  Thank you for your comments.  
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I agree with the single yellow lines  Thank you for your comments. 
 

I do not agree with the car park being split into 2 sections. If the whole car park is set 
as 6 hours a vast majority of cycling commuters will not be able to use it but the 
parking is long enough for families to have a nice day trip on the b2b cycle path. I 
would like to see the car park on Austin common near the kennels also considered and 
updates to provide cycling commuters another option. Maybe make that car park 
unlimited. 2 hours for Warmley station car park is too short. 

Thank you for your comments. 
The majority of respondents agree with 
the proposals for Warmley Station Car 
Park.  
The car park on Austin Common is 
beyond the remit of this scheme.  

I am responding in support of the post office and the customer parking requirements. 
The service is very good and we want to keep the post office alive.. The manager goes 
out of his way to please his customers. 

Thank you for your comments. 
Tower Road North is not included in this 
consultation. As clearly stated on the 
consultation page: “This consultation is a 
follow up from the outcome of the first 
Siston Waiting Restriction Review 3 
Consultation. It's aim is to address 
concerns raised during the first 
consultation period and consult on the 
changes made to the proposals as a 
result of the feedback received.” The 
majority of respondents who responded 
to the previous consultation voted in 
favour of the proposals on Tower Road 
North and there was no need for further 
consultation. 

The proposed parking restrictions on Station Close are in the main unnecessary and a 
disproportionate response to the occasional access issues on the road caused on the 
odd occasion when a car is parked inappropriately. 

 

I do support the installation of a double yellow line on the corner directly outside of 
number 5, as this is not a sensible place for anyone to park at any time. However the 
installation of double yellow lines opposite number 5, marked as C on your map, is 
totally unnecessary as vehicles parked here pose no obstruction of access and do not 
prevent vehicles turning round. Their installation would only serve the purpose of 
reducing the amount of available parking in the area putting further stress on 
surrounding streets. 

Thank you for your comments. 
The double yellow lines have been 
proposed in places where according to 
rule 243 of the Highway Code which 
states: - vehicles must not stop or park 
on a bend…. Therefore no legitimate 
parking spaces are being removed. They 
have also been place in the turning head 
and on the East side of the top of Station 
Close to ensure that larger vehicles can 
manoeuvre. 
 
Furthermore the majority of respondents 
have agreed with the proposed double 
yellow lines. 

I understand that South Glos Council are trying to be fair to everyone who needs to use 
and park in the area. I had hoped that this review would also focus on the safety of 
pedestrians - currently it is difficult to cross some roads safely due to the number of 
vans and caravans parked in some streets. These vehicles may be for sale, rather than 
used by residents as their main/work vehicle (the latter obviously needs to be 
accommodated fairly). I wish to raise this point because high sided vehicles cause 
reduced visibility of the traffic, which is fast moving and prolific. 
 
Thank you. 

Thank you for your comments. 
 

Firstly, I cannot see a logical rational as to why this plan is being implemented. Yes the 
roads around here are busy but the proposals make limited sense, with any parking 
being pushed somewhere else as people seek access to the cycle path and the fields 
behind them. Any changes for the local businesses will not I believe provide them an 
increased market share and in-fact is likely to stifle their turnover as their market 
accessibility will decrease. The fact that the local Warmley waiting rooms has been sold 
without this proposal being agreed highlights this. 
 
From a personal perspective, I am apposed to the double yellow lines being 
implemented in station close, and I have real question over putting single yellow line 
restrictions in the road full stop in those areas marked as double yellow. 
 
[information redacted for data protection] and I have real concerns over what these 

Thank you for your comments. 
The scheme has come about due to many 
complaints about the parking in the area 
from residents and other stakeholders. 
The double yellow lines have been 
proposed in places where according to 
rule 243 of the Highway Code which 
states: - vehicles must not stop or park 
on a bend…. Therefore no legitimate 
parking spaces are being removed. They 
have also been place in the turning head 
and on the East side of the top of Station 
Close to ensure that larger vehicles can 
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restrictions will mean to them and how we can support them. Additionally they 
provide childcare support to both my children and my two nieces. Current Parking 
access to them enables us to; provide support to them and also pick-up and transport 
the kids to them in a safe manner With these changes, noting how busy the main road 
is and the wider parking restrictions in the area that are already in place or proposed 
under this plan, where will I be able to park in a legal manner? 
 
Currently they have a driveway that the car is on, although there is no further parking 
for them. The neighbors opposite have a number of cars and parking is tight especially 
in the morning when one of the houses operates a small business where there are 
multiple drop-offs. 
 
By introducing the proposals this will exacerbate the parking availability massively, 
where for example, some neighbours further down the road are already using the 
turning circle at the end of the road and with minimal spaces up the road and most 
houses having 2 cars, when visitors arrive in these houses, they will use the limited 
spaces available in the road and this will clog the street up. This will result in conflict in 
the road where you will have a battle for spaces and from a financial impact a 
reduction to the house price value as the accessibility to parking, again noting the size 
of the houses in the street (all 3 bed minimum, most of which are 4) reduces. 
 
With limited available land for my parents to increase their parking they are unable to 
create additional parking and I am concerned about the support we will be able to 
provide to them with restricted parking going forwards. 
Finally I cannot see the added value that this will provide against the financial cost of 
both its implementation and then policing going forwards. From a tax payers 
perspective and as a concerned Son, I just cannot understand the value for money 
argument as to why this being both proposed and potentially implemented as I see no 
benefit from a financial and community perspective of it going forwards. 

manoeuvre. 
 
Furthermore the majority of respondents 
have agreed with the proposed double 
yellow lines. 

The purpose of the amendments states that you wish to reduce dangerous parking 
whilst ensuring that there is adequate parking provision for residents and visitors 
accessing the local shops and businesses, however as a regular visitor the proposed 
changes to Station Close will severely restrict access. 
 
- I regularly drop my children with their grandparents and will be unable to park within 
a reasonable distance to the property due to the proposed double yellow lines 
resulting in having to walk my 1 and 2 year old further and cross the road, whilst also 
carrying any required provisions. 
- We also visit the grandparents during weekends, and holidays, as well as to provide 
assistance when required, however double yellow lines will result in a limited ability to 
do this, despite this being outside of times when access for larger vehicles, such as bin 
lorries would be a concern. 
- The double yellow lines do not appear to extend beyond one of the more problematic 
areas within the close; by the entrance to the cycle path. 
- Using double yellow lines to the extent proposed is likely to move the problem 
parking elsewhere, as it has been acknowledged appears to have been the case in the 
roads under review here. A more flexible solution (as outlined below) would improve 
safety and access with limited impact to the local properties. 
 
Proposed solutions: 
- Single yellow lines to be used within Station Close restricting parking during peak 
times where larger vehicles require access. 
- Double yellow lines only to be used in areas that directly impact safety and access (i.e. 
corners, and outside the entrance to the cycle path). 
- Increased restrictions during local events (i.e. the recent signal box centenary, and 
running events along the cycle path) which can severely impact access for the residents 
and local businesses. 

Thank you for your comments. 
The double yellow lines have been 
proposed in places where according to 
rule 243 of the Highway Code which 
states: - vehicles must not stop or park 
on a bend…. Therefore no legitimate 
parking spaces are being removed. They 
have also been place in the turning head 
and on the East side of the top of Station 
Close to ensure that larger vehicles can 
manoeuvre. 
 
Furthermore the majority of respondents 
have agreed with the proposed double 
yellow lines. 

please, please, please include better parking for the post office. It is lovely having a 
useful shop and post office at the end of the street in the heart of the village. If it's not 
used we will lose it. As a resident I absolutely don't mind people parking in the street to 
use the post office or the barbers,they never stay long. Parking is all everybody talks 

Thank you for your comments. 
Tower Road North is not included in this 
consultation. As clearly stated on the 
consultation page: “This consultation is a 
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about at the moment, it is even inducing some residents taking umbridge assuming as 
they have paid for a permit it guarantees them parking they spy on people parking and 
one resident tells people off for parking outside of his house. Such antisocial and selfish 
behaviour, it's very sad. Some Post officers users are elderly or infirm and really 
struggle with mobility so longer waiting times would be very useful. 

follow up from the outcome of the first 
Siston Waiting Restriction Review 3 
Consultation. It's aim is to address 
concerns raised during the first 
consultation period and consult on the 
changes made to the proposals as a 
result of the feedback received.” The 
majority of respondents who responded 
to the previous consultation voted in 
favour of the proposals on Tower Road 
North and there was no need for further 
consultation. 

There's no mention of the RevB proposal for the Post Office, which I thought would be 
included in this consultation. I think it is vital the current parking arrangements are 
amended so that customers can use the Post Office and other local businesses. 

Thank you for your comments. 
Tower Road North is not included in this 
consultation. As clearly stated on the 
consultation page: “This consultation is a 
follow up from the outcome of the first 
Siston Waiting Restriction Review 3 
Consultation. It's aim is to address 
concerns raised during the first 
consultation period and consult on the 
changes made to the proposals as a 
result of the feedback received.” The 
majority of respondents who responded 
to the previous consultation voted in 
favour of the proposals on Tower Road 
North and there was no need for further 
consultation. 

"My view [information redacted for data protection]. regarding the parking situation. I 
read all of the comments on the previous consultation. 
 
A few of them were quite disturbing, [information redacted for data protection] 
 
The comments are from 2 local residents, so they are obviously entitled to there own 
opinions, however [information redacted for data protection], it really is unnecessary. 
 
[information redacted for data protection]  
In response to them saying why we can't offer our driveway for our customers, we do. 
 
We have taken our own initiative and taken photos of the parking bays in question. 
This is in response the 2 houses saying they are unable to park outside there house 
because the spaces are taken [information redacted for data protection]. The photos 
show that the spaces are empty the majority of the day and night. It seems that the 
houses in disagreement NEVER use the spaces, 
 
I'm presuming the reason is that they have big vehicles, hence do not want them 
parked on the main road, so seeing as their main argument is that they don't have any 
parking, they never use those spaces. I've never even seen them offloading shopping 
outside there house. There are 4 spaces in crown gardens which are always taken up 
by their cars- 3 people carriers and 1 car. They are always parked there, it's like those 
spaces are reserved for them. 
 
This is fine if it suits them, no issues whatsoever, but then to argue about spaces 
directly outside your house which you never use is beyond me. [information redacted 
for data protection] 
 
[information redacted for data protection]  
 
[information redacted for data protection]  
 
[information redacted for data protection] 

Thank you for your comments. 
Tower Road North is not included in this 
consultation. As clearly stated on the 
consultation page: “This consultation is a 
follow up from the outcome of the first 
Siston Waiting Restriction Review 3 
Consultation. It's aim is to address 
concerns raised during the first 
consultation period and consult on the 
changes made to the proposals as a 
result of the feedback received.” The 
majority of respondents who responded 
to the previous consultation voted in 
favour of the proposals on Tower Road 
North and there was no need for further 
consultation. 
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"I still disagree with the proposal to put restrictions in the car park. I believe that 
commuters should be encouraged to leave their cars there and bike to work. I believe it 
is good for the whole community to reduce the numbeer of cars on the road, and this 
restriction prevents people from doing so. 
I believe the proposal to introduce this restriction is contrary to the Travel West Access 
West project to promote sustainable travel, 
 
https://travelwest.info/businesses/south-gloucestershire/support-and-information-2" 

Thank you for your comments. 
The parking situation in Warmley is a 
difficult problem to address and 
unfortunately not everyone will be happy 
with the solutions we can offer. This is 
why the consultation process is so 
important and why we tend to go with 
the majority when making a decision. In 
this case, this consultation and the 
previous one, the car park survey and the 
public meeting that was held have 
indicated the need for the car park to be 
split into long stay and short stay parking, 
with the need for short stay being the 
greatest. We have also found that the 
best use of the space is to put a limit on 
the long stay parking to ensure that the 
most amount of people have an 
opportunity to use the car park, as the 
space has been monopolised by certain 
individuals for long periods of time. 
 
Alternative sites are available for those 
wishing to park and cycle into Bristol, 
including the Lyde Green Park and Ride 
site and the public car park adjacent to 
the Avon Valley Railway station in 
Willsbridge. 
 
We do not wish to discourage cycling to 
work and work closely with businesses to 
encourage walking and cycling to work. 
More can be found about this work via 
the Travel West website:: 
https://travelwest.info/businesses/south-
gloucestershire. 

"[information redacted for data protection] I believe that these changes are vital if we 
want to secure the future of the local businesses in the loca area. 
 
The proposed changes are good, and it's good to see that the voices of the residents 
are being listened to. 
 
The permit holder only bays on tower rd north are empty for most of the day and 
night. So I do not see any sense of not utilising them, it seems like a waste of spaces. 
 
The post office has offered there driveway to customers who have limited mobility, but 
this isn't always enough because it's only space for 1 car, and the driveway is also 
narrow. 
 
After a long time, I'm feeling hopeful for the future of the local businesses in the area." 

Thank you for your comments. 
Tower Road North is not included in this 
consultation. As clearly stated on the 
consultation page: “This consultation is a 
follow up from the outcome of the first 
Siston Waiting Restriction Review 3 
Consultation. It's aim is to address 
concerns raised during the first 
consultation period and consult on the 
changes made to the proposals as a 
result of the feedback received.” The 
majority of respondents who responded 
to the previous consultation voted in 
favour of the proposals on Tower Road 
North and there was no need for further 
consultation. 
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