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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 THE CHASE,  
(KINGS CHASE WARD)  

 
DATE: March 2019  
     
 
Purpose of Report 
 

1. To consider objections received following the statutory advertisement of the proposed 
waiting restrictions in The Kings Chase area of Kingswood.  

 
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. A scheme has been included in the Capital Programme to review waiting restriction 
requests submitted since the last review. 
 

The Issues 
 

4. Inconsiderate parking is taking place on roads in the Kings Chase area of Kingswood.  The 
demand for on-street parking and associated obstructive parking is causing access and 
visibility difficulties for local residents and businesses. 
 

5. It is proposed to introduce no waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) to cover 
junctions/accesses and areas where traffic parking can reduce visibility and impact safety. 
The proposals include the conversion of existing advisory white keep clear markings, to no 
waiting at any time restrictions. 
 

6. It is also proposed to reduce waiting restrictions where possible to provide additional 
parking for residents and visitors where possible with due regard to road safety. 
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7. The scheme engineer has worked with the Local Members in developing the proposals. 

 
Consultation - 
 

8. Public consultation of the initial proposals was undertaken between 10th January 2017 and 
5th February 2017, the proposals were revised in light of the comments received. 

 
9. The revised proposals consist of:- 

 
New lengths of No Waiting at Any Time (Double yellow lines) in the following roads: 
Barnwood Close, Blue Falcon Road, Boultons Lane, Boultons Road, Brook Road,  
Burnham Drive, Chipperfield Drive, Church Road,  Collingwood Avenue, Crown Road, 
Dawn Rise, Deerhurst, Hilltop Gardens, Hilltop Road, Holly Hill Road, Honey Hill Road, 
Hunters Drive, New Cheltenham Road, Nympsfield, Pound Road, Seymour Road, 
Soundwell Road, Stanton Close, Sweets Road,   
 
Extend existing lengths of No Waiting at Any Time (Double yellow lines) in the following 
roads: 
Cennick Road, Deanery Road,. 
 
New length of No Waiting (Single yellow line) in the following road: 
Alma Road 
 
Change No Waiting (single yellow line) to No Waiting at Any Time (Double yellow lines) in 
the following roads: 
Gilbert Road, Honey Hill Road, Kingsholm Road, Worcester Road, 
 
Change existing white keep clear markings to No Waiting at Any Time (Double yellow lines) 
in the following roads: 
Honey Hill Road, Nympsfield, Spring Hill. 
 
Remove a length of No Waiting (Single yellow line) in the following road: 
Worcester Road. 
 

The plans showing the proposals are located in Appendix B. 

 
10. The proposals were advertised from 9th January 2019 to 11th February 2019. 

 
11. Responses received are as follows:- 

 

12. Proposed limited waiting in the Kingswood Civic Centre car park, 

received 2 objections. 
 

13. Proposed waiting restrictions in The Kings Chase area of Kingswood, 

received 10 comments of support, 7 objections, 3 comments. 
 
The responses are summarised in Appendix A. 

 
Options 
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14. There are three options for how to proceed:- 
 

 Implement the scheme as advertised 

 Amend the scheme to address comments received 

 Abandon the scheme 
 

Financial Implications (includes tax implications such as VAT) 
 

15. Implementing the proposed waiting restrictions Kings Chase can be met from the £25,379 
budget allocated to scheme NM02/2016 within the directorate’s 2019/20 Capital 
Programme. (£16,217 has been spent to date 05/03/2019). Should the scheme be 
abandoned, the remaining funding would be re-allocated within the confines of the grant 
conditions. 

 
Paul Webb, Finance Manager 
 01454 8657715 
 
Legal Implications 
 

16. In reaching a decision the Director 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 
 

17. There are no human resources implications arising from this report. 
 
Gaynor Fisher, HR Business Partner - Environment and Community Services  
 01454 868193. 
 
Environmental Implications  
 

18. The proposed scheme aims to improve traffic flow, increase safety for vulnerable road 
users and improve the local environment for residents in the affected area these schemes 

may also result in some improvements in localised air quality.  

 
Lucy Rees, Senior Environmental Policy & Climate Change Officer 
 01454 862224 
 
Social Implications 
 

18. The proposed introduction of additional waiting restrictions should remove obstructive 
parking and provide a safer and more social environment for the community in the Kings 
Chase area. 

 
Mark Pullin, Strong, Safer Communities Manager 
 01454 868480.  
 
Economic Implications 
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19. There are no direct economic implications arising from this report or the recommendation. 
This would help to contribute to road safety.  

 
Antony Merritt, Strategic Economic Developments Manager  
 01454 863645. 
 
 

Equalities Consideration 
 

20. Removing inconsiderate parking should improve road safety and movement though the Kings 
Chase area, the additional waiting restrictions would ensure that the roads are passable in 
safety and visibility from its side roads are unobstructed. 

  
Richard Akehurst, Engineer  
 01454 863613 
 
Privacy Impact Assessment 
 

21. There are no privacy issues. 
 
Mark Shearman, Principal Engineer, Design & Operations Team, Streetcare 
 01454 863601 
 
Risks, Mitigations & Opportunities 
 

22. Implementation of the scheme should remove parking and improve access and road safety 
for all road users. 
 

Other Implications 
 

23. There are no other significant implications for the council. 
 
Local Member 
 

24. Following circulation of the report to local members, no comments have been received. 
 

Conclusions 
  

25. Whist we recognise that the scheme has received a few objections, officers have worked 
with members to mitigate the impact of parking and therefore given the benefit to the 
community it is recommended that the scheme is implemented with due regard to the 
following revisions: 
 
1. Kingswood Civic Centre - Exclude the disabled bays from the three hour waiting limit in 

the front car park. 
 

2. Gilbert Road – Shorten the double yellow lines on the west side to avoid the first 
driveway north of Worcester Road. 

 
3. Honey Hill Road – West side, shorten the double yellow lines to avoid the loading bay 

north of the junction with the east–west section of Honey Hill Road. 
 



ECS07/2019 

 

4. Neville Road – Remove the proposed extension to the double yellow lines from the 
scheme. 

 
5. Worcester Road – Shorten south western line, except across the two driveways. 

 
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 the Kings 
Chase area of Kingswood should be implemented as advertised with the exception of the 
revisions mentioned in item 26 above. 

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

3. That the objectors are informed accordingly. 
 

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

Nigel Riglar 
Director of Environment and Community Services  
 
20th March 2019 
 
Departmental Contact 
Richard Akehurst, Engineer, Design & Operations Team, Streetcare 
 01454 863613 
 
 
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; T303-1172-33, T303-1172-34, T303-1172-35A, 

T303-1172-36, T303-1172-37, T303-1172-38, 
T303-1172-39, T303-1172-40, T303-1172-41, 
T303-1172-42, and T303-1172-45 

 
 

 



ECS07/2019 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Appendix A 
 

Objections / Comments received at Consultation Officer’s response 

Kingswood Civic Centre Car Park  
I have a concern about the disabled parking bays also being 
a 3 hour restriction.  We have a lot of people attending 
training here at KCC who are not staff, and my concern is if 
a delegate is disabled where they can park? 
They would always be here longer than 3 hours.   

 

The proposals will be revised to exclude 
Disabled vehicles from the three hour 
waiting limit in the car park. 

I too would have concerns about this.  I suspect that any 
member of the public, including blue badge holders, would 
not be visiting the OSS, Library, Registrar, the new café, or 
a Council meeting for a period in excess of three 
hours.  However, training is a completely different matter as 
people will certainly be attending for more than 3 hours and 
will need to park, otherwise we are presenting barriers to 
those attending training which would likely be unreasonable 
in the eyes of the law.  We have a duty to make reasonable 
adjustments so that people can access the service (in this 
instance training), and a type of reasonable adjustment 
required would certainly be the provision of an accessible 
parking space for the duration of the training period. 

So, there are options for Dean and his team to consider:-                
Not go ahead with the 3 hours restriction on accessible 
spaces for blue badge holders; 
Go ahead with it but not put a 3 hour restriction on one of 
the accessible spaces (although if we have two blue badge 
holders attending a training then this wouldn't work and 
also, they may not get that space when they arrive); 
Go ahead with it but provide an alternative for blue badge 
holders attending training. 
  

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The proposals will be revised to exclude 
Disabled vehicles from the three hour 
waiting limit in the car park. 

Deanery Road  
I support the proposal on the grounds of safety. Painting 
double yellow lines on the underpass side of the road will 

Thank you for your comments of support. 
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increase visibility for cyclists and pedestrians entering and 
exiting the underpass.  
 
In addition, it will make the road safer for school children 
cycling along Deanery Road to/from the school as vehicles 
entering the road have limited visibility when they enter the 
road from the A420.  
 
It can also be difficult for the large refuse lorry and any other 
large lorries that travel along Deanery Road to access Kings 
Oak school if cars are parking along the underpass side of 
the road. 
 

I fully support the proposed lines. With vehicles and refuse 
lorries driving to the school, this is sometimes obstructed 
with vehicles parked where the proposed lines will be, 
resulting in lorries having to mount the pavement in order to 
pass.  
 
With cyclists, people and school children walking up/down 
the underpass, it is sometimes difficult to cross the road 
when cars are parked where the proposed lines would be. 
 
It would also stop commuters parking their vehicles there all 
day or longer as a consequence of the road being in close 
proximity to the ring road.     
 

Thank you for your comments of support. 
 

I support the proposal because it is so dangerous for school 
children and cyclists coming out of the underpass if vehicles 
are parked near the underpass exit/entrance.    It can also 
be very difficult for large lorries that need to gain access to 
Deanery Road, largely for the school, to navigate along the 
road if there are vehicles parked along the side of the 
underpass.    Large lorries end up mounting the pavement 
in order to pass along the road. 
 

Thank you for your comments of support. 
 

I wish to support the proposed double yellow lines as there 
have been a number of incidents that were nearly accidents 
as a result of pedestrians and cyclists having reduced 
visibility because cars have parked on the underpass side of 
Deanery Road.    This is especially important as there a 
large number of school children walking in the vicinity of the 
underpass, in addition to cyclists who are using the bike 
lane to reach the cycle path.    There is also the risk of an 
accident as large lorries collecting rubbish or accessing 
Kings Oak Academy come into Deanery Road at some 
speed and have to mount the pavement in order to avoid 
colliding with parked cars. 
 

Thank you for your comments of support. 
 

I agree with the no waiting zone on Deanery Road (Section 
37) as it will improve access and road safety. 
 

Thank you for your comments of support. 
 

Barnwood Close  

As a resident in the Honey Hill Road / Barnwood Close 
area, my comments refer to this area, although, they may 
be valid for the entire scheme.    Having reviewed the 
proposal, I object to the proposal for the following reasons:            
In Summary    • Will reduce current parking that is already 

Thank you for your comments, 
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inadequate for today’s needs in a heavy residential area.    • 
Not in the interest of local residents or visitors to the area.    
• Does not achieve the stated reasons for the proposal.                        
• Will not improve safety, will increase traffic speed and 
throughput.     • No requirement to improve visibility or traffic 
flow and access.    • Funding to implement and enforce 
would be better used in other areas of the council’s 
obligations.    Detail   When this area was originally 
developed, the ratio of cars per household was low. This 
area struggles to cope with the residential parking 
requirement posed by the ratios today.                                
This scheme will reduce the amount of parking available to 
local residents with a knock on effect with them parking in 
other residential areas, thus reducing resident parking 
elsewhere.    The council should consider the amount of 
parking that would be required for a new planning 
application, by applying the same rules for the residential 
properties in this area, a reduction in parking would not be 
allowed.    There is currently a state of equilibrium where 
residents are able to park without inconveniencing others. 
This scheme will interfere and disrupt this harmony as 
residents seek increasingly scarce parking spaces.    
Validity of “STATEMENT OF REASONS”    “to improve 
traffic flow and access in the area and improve visibility for 
vehicles and pedestrians.”    In my experience, vehicles 
parked on the highway help to slow traffic, removing these 
obstructions will allow vehicles to drive at increased speeds. 
Whilst the obstacles may not reduce the probability of an 
accident, the lower speeds will reduce the outcome of any 
accident.    I have witnessed the flow of traffic being 
restricted, usually by vehicles that wish to drive at excessive 
speeds. Obstacles to this should be seen as traffic calming.    
“There are a number of advisory keep clear markings that 
need Traffic Regulation Orders to allow enforcement to take 
place.”                  
During the 8 months I have lived here, I have not been 
aware of any vehicles disregarding the keep clear markings 
in this area. To enforce any orders will require additional 
resource, this would not be beneficial. There will be a cost 
of resource to both implement and enforce, this ongoing 
cost could be better utilised elsewhere within the Council’s 
obligations.    From a personal perspective (I live on the 
corner of Honey Hill Road and Barnwood Close)    It is 
proposed to put no parking restrictions all around my 
property, as I have no off road parking I would no longer be 
able to park outside my own home. I anticipate that the 
restrictions elsewhere will cause other residents wishing to 
park to take up any spaces nearby, causing me to park 
even further away (with a knock on effect elsewhere).                 
This junction is very open and clear. Due to the positioning, 
a vehicle parked within the proposed no waiting area would 
do very little to reduce visibility. Barnwood Close is also a 
cul de sac with a mere 15 properties, there is very little 
traffic flow onto Honey Hill Road.    Counter proposal.       I 
propose that this scheme is abandoned in this area and the 
funding to implement and to enforce is redirected to areas of 
Council obligations that are of higher priority to the tax 
payers in South Gloucestershire.           

Existing keep clear markings should be 
kept clear, and are proposed to become 
enforceable double yellow lines. 
 
 
 
The proposals result from complaints 
received regarding obstruction and 
difficulty moving through the area due to 
parked vehicles. 
 
 
 
Some existing No waiting 8am to 6pm 
(single yellow lines) are proposed to be 
replaced by double yellow lines where 
obstruction has been identified as a 
difficulty to movement through the area, 
and constituting a road safety hazard 
particularly through the narrow east-west 
section of Honey Hill Road. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The existing keep clear markings are 
proposed to become double yellow lines 
to allow enforcement to take place. 
 
 
The Council’s parking enforcement team 
will enforce the restrictions as part of their 
normal duties, at no additional expense. 
 
The proposed waiting restrictions are to 
keep visibility for vehicles exiting 
Barnwood Close. 
 
The property has off street parking 
facilities, there will be parking available on 
Barnwood Close and Honey Hill Road, 
adjacent to this property. 
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Blue Falcon Road  
I support the parking restrictions proposed for Blue Falcon 
Road. The parking of cars in the proposed area blocks 
access for school mini buses, refuse lorries, ambulances, 
fire engines & other emergency vehicles. 
 

Thank you for your support. 
 
 

Chase Road  

I was only made of proposed changes to current restrictions 
due to notice I had seen posted at my daughters school. I 
live within the proposed changes in Chase Road and have 
not been informed of any changes, whether via post as a 
letter or any signs placed on the lamp posts – Had I not 
seen this, we would only be aware of any changes if they 
were implemented. In 2015 when changes were initially 
made we were notified by post and also signs placed on 
lamp posts in the street to notify us.        In the outline 
document it states “amending the waiting restrictions in the 
lengths of Chase Road, St Stephens Road, Soundwell 
Road, Staynes Crescent, Syston Way, Tenniscourt Road, 
The Park, Wellington Road, Walnut Lane and Worcester 
Road to comply with the order” – This is concerning as 
looking at the relevant maps 27 & 38 if I compare the 
scheme view there are no changes. Therefore is this a 
mistake and the incorrect information has been posted, as 
why would you make reference to a road, if no changes 
were being made in Chase Road        If you refer back to 
the 2015 consultation were permanent double yellow lines 
were placed in the road, it was discussed with the Highways 
officer at that time and there view was that the road needed 
traffic speed calming measures put in place and this would 
be looked at. I have chased this several times and no 
response has been forthcoming. The reason being that the 
road is used as a rat run all day to ‘beat the traffic lights’ at 
Soundwell Road / Syston Way junctions and cars speed 
down the road to cut from Soundwell road to Syston way, 
with many not stopping at the bottom of Chase Road and 
running straight on to Wesley Hill and onto Syston Way 
without stopping. Other roads in the area have had the 
speed reduced to 20mph, but this road that requires a 
speed decrease or speed reducing methods such as speed 
bumps have not been looked at. The road does not require 
more waiting restrictions as the actual cars parked do offer 
some speed reduction as it becomes narrow, however lots 
of people still gamble and speed well in excess of 30mph.      
Perhaps we can now have the speed calming measures 
consulted on, so all residents can assist in an informed 
decision. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
There are no new proposals in the area of 
Chase Road, notification to residents was 
therefore not necessary. The road is 
included in the documents because the 
Council is progressing to a map based 
Traffic Order system covering the entire 
Kings Chase area. 
 
 
Introducing traffic calming and new speed 
limits are beyond the remit of this scheme, 
they are a matter for the Council’s assess 
and decide team to consider and prioritise 
with other requests. 
 
 
 
 

Deerhurst  

I am pleased that double yellow lines are proposed at the 
junction of Deerhurst and Sweets Road.     It would be even 
better if the yellow lines were extended further along Sweets 
Rd on both sides as the visibility getting out of Deerhurst is 
appalling at times due to parked cars on Sweets Rd 
 

Thank you for your support. 
Your request for an extension to the 
proposed waiting restrictions is too late for 
this scheme to consider. However, the 
request will be recorded and considered 
for inclusion in any future proposals. 
 

Gilbert Road  
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Whilst in favour of the proposals I cannot understand why 
you persist in having a ‘break’ in the restrictions in Gilbert 
Road between its junction with Kimberley Road and the rear 
access road to those properties. This serves absolutely no 
use and, being less than an average car’s length, cannot be 
used legally (although many try with none being 
prosecuted!).     Also, why are the restrictions at the end of 
Worcester Road with its junction with Downend Road 
different in length from each other? Again, there appears to 
be no sensible reason for this.     Finally, there is a 
desperate need for no waiting restriction around the sharp 
bend in Kingsholme Road (adjacent to No. 15 / opposite 
Nos. 30 to 36). Vehicles parked here prevent any vision of 
approaching traffic/ pedestrians etc. thus causing an 
extremely dangerous situation. 
 

There has been no request to restrict this 
space, and considering the lack of parking 
in the area, it should remain. Observations 
have seen small vehicles parking here 
legally, without obstructing the yellow line. 
 
The restrictions on the north side end at 
the first house, on the south side they 
cover the two vehicle access’, there was 
no request to shorten this restriction 
during the initial consultation. However, 
the southern line will be shortened to but 
remain across the two driveways. 
 
This could have been included if it had 
been requested during the initial 
consultation. However, the request will be 
recorded and considered for inclusion in 
any future proposals. 
 

We are the owners of [redacted for Data Protection], and 
are objecting to the proposed double yellow lines at the 
junction of Gilbert Road and Worcester Road; specifically, 
the fact that they continue well into Gilbert Road and then 
continue directly across our private driveway.    Whilst we 
understand why double yellow lines are being considered at 
dangerous corners and junctions in the area, we see no 
continue so far.    It is only the restriction lines directly in 
front of our property that we object to.    We have lived at 
this address since 1996. When we originally purchased the 
property, the driveway was already in place as was the 
drop-down kerb.    The single yellow line across our drive 
was not removed or replaced with a white H bar when the 
drive was created; which seems to be the case with other 
home owners on our road who have had driveways built in 
recently and in the years since we moved into the area.    
There are numerous drives both in Gilbert Road, and in 
surrounding roads in the area which do not even have the 
yellow line restriction that we have.    Our understanding of 
a single white line H bar is that they are marked on the road 
in-front of access areas.    The lines simply highlight to other 
road users that they shouldn't block access to off-road 
parking areas such as driveways and garages.    Had such 
a white H bar been put in place when the drop-down kerb 
was originally made then we feel we would not be in the 
situation now of objecting to the double yellow lines, as the 
current yellow line would simply have stopped before our 
drive starts. 
In May 2018 we were in email contact with Richard 
Akehurst, in the Design and Operations team. At that time, 
we were enquiring whether the single yellow line that now 
crosses our drive way could be replaced by a white line to 
allow us - and additional guests or visitors - to park in front 
of our own house. In recent years we have seen a huge 
increase in the number of disabled spaces created in Gilbert 
Road.    There have also been a number of new drives.    
This combined with an increasing use of the road by 
employees and visitors to Kings Chase has made it 

The proposed restrictions have been 
consulted with the intention to change an 
existing single yellow line with double 
yellow lines. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
It would have been for the owner to pay 
for a traffic order to shorten the yellow line 
if that is what they required, or a request 
to the council during a waiting restriction 
consultation relating to the road, such as 
this one. 
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increasingly difficult for us, contractors, family and friends to 
find parking locally; in-fact quite a number of our visitors 
have received a parking ticket for parking across our own 
drive when visiting us.    This is not true for others who have 
a single white line which allows their guests and contractors 
to park at any time of the day when visiting without penalty.    
At the time we were not sure about the formal application 
process to convert the line from yellow to white. Richard 
advised us that since there was about to be a review of 
restrictions throughout Kings Chase Ward then there was 
nothing we could do until the formal notice had been posted 
in the street.    At that point we could then object to the 
notice and our views would be considered. Which is why we 
are writing now. 
We have enclosed some photographs of our home and 
driveway simply, so you can see that, should you proceed 
with the double yellow lines, they do not need to go 
anywhere near as far into Gilbert Road as you are 
proposing, as our drive is a significant distance from the 
junction of concern.    If the plans go forward as designed as 
in the proposed measures plan T303-1172-33 we appear to 
be one of the only dropped kerb accessways in the 
surrounding streets that will have a no waiting at any time 
restriction enforced in front of their house. We would hope a 
compromise could be reached in that it could at least stop 
before our driveway; ideally with no line or restriction at all. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The proposed double yellow lines will be 
revised to end before this driveway as 
requested. 

Hilltop Road  

We were very pleased to see the proposal for waiting 
restrictions in Hilltop Road, Soundwell. Because the road 
narrows between Nos.10 and 18 Hilltop Road, there is not 
enough room for cars to park either side of the road so that 
vehicles invariable park across the section of pavement 
along-side Hilltop gardens.    This is the case for every type 
of vehicle from family saloons to all types and sizes of van 
and including very large lorries. In order to negate the 
narrowness of the road here many of the vehicles park with 
just the outer wheel near the curb with the rest of the vehicle 
straddling the pavement making it very difficult at times for 
pedestrians, particularly the disabled and families with 
pushchairs to pass.  This problem is particularly acute along 
the walled section opposite Nos. 14 and 16 Hilltop Road.    
On the occasions when cars are parked completely on the 
road, or with inner wheels perched on the curb, it is often 
difficult for moving vehicles to pass through the small gaps 
that are left. On occasions we have seen larger vehicles 
unable to pass at all which has necessitated them having to 
back up/down the road and take a different route.    
Furthermore, these problems, far from being sporadic, exist 
fairly constantly at all times of the day and night.    Finally, 
we offer this in complete support of the proposals for Hilltop 
Road outlined in the consultation. 
 

Thank you for your support. 
 

Honey Hill Road  

You are proposing changing the single yellow lines to 
double yellows outside or our building which will go past our 
loading bays roller shutter door.    Can you please stop the 
doubles before the loading bay doors approximately 11mtrs 
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from the corner and remove the single yellow that is past 
the doors?    Our customers park there to load their vans 
with goods and are regularly getting a parking ticket which 
ends up getting refunded when they appeal. If you can 
adjust the lines it would be a great help to all of us and will 
save the council money by not having to go through the 
tickets that are appealed.    We have discussed this matter 
previously with Kim Scudamore over the amount of parking 
tickets that had been issued to our customers and refunded. 
He agreed that it was not cost effective for tickets to be 
issued then having to be refunded so he was going to try 
and get the road marked as a loading bay by our roller 
shutter. We feel that if the lines are changed to doubles, we 
will continue to have the issue of customers being issued 
parking tickets and you will have the cost of refunding 
challenged parking fines. This will also have an affect on our 
business as customers will not continue to shop with us.     
 

The proposed double yellow lines will be 
revised to end before this loading bay as 
requested. 
 

 

Thank you for your comments, 
 
Existing keep clear markings should be 
kept clear, and are proposed to become 
enforceable double yellow lines. 
 
The proposals result from complaints 
received regarding obstruction and 
difficulty moving through the area due to 
parked vehicles. 
 
Some existing No waiting 8am to 6pm 
(single yellow lines) are proposed to be 
replaced by double yellow lines where 
obstruction has been identified as a 
difficulty to movement through the area, 
and constituting a road safety hazard 
particularly through the narrow east-west 
section of Honey Hill Road. 
 
 

Kingsholm  

I have read that the Council is to put double yellow lines 
across the front and down the side of my property at 
[redacted for Data Protection] which is on the corner of a 
crossroads. The proposed yellow lines will apparently cross 
my side gate which is used for gaining access to my garage 
and driveway (my driveway and garage are behind my 
property, with the access to my drive being from Gilbert 
Road). I have in the past and will in future need to park a 
vehicle and trailer or at the very least a van very close to my 
property in order to unlock and open my gates so that I am 
able to reverse into my drive. With the creation of the new 
double yellow lines this makes it virtually impossible for me 
to do this. 
Also, apart from a neighbour almost opposite my driveway, 
on Gilbert Road, no yellow lines cross my other neighbours’ 
drives so why should they cross mine, which is quite some 
way from the actual corner? Other neighbours appear to 
have a solid white H line where they access their off-street 

Thank you for your comments, 
 
The double yellow lines are to replace 
existing single yellow lines. 
 
 
 
Parking to load and unload are allowed on 
these restrictions, stopping and unlocking 
a gate is unlikely to attract a penalty 
charge. 
 
 
The lining at this location was to assist 
with visibility close to the junction. 
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parking from the road. The house opposite the front of my 
property [redacted for Data Protection] is a mirror image of 
mine. We both have high gates, and a rear drive and 
garage, and both our driveways and garages are accessed 
from Gilbert Road. He has no yellow lines outside his 
side/back drive, nor outside his additional extensive front 
off-street parking which is very much closer to the corner 
than my rear off-street parking. Yet it will, apparently, have 
double yellow lines across my rear drive, despite having a 
correct dropped kerb which some other near neighbours do 
not have (e.g. [redacted for Data Protection]). 
I wish, therefore to object very strongly to the proposal to 
put double yellow lines right across my drive/ garage gates, 
so the double yellow lines should stop just before the start 
of my dropped kerb. 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The proposed yellow lines will be 
shortened to the south of this drive. 
Furthermore, the lines at the front of this 
property will be shortened to match the 
lines opposite in Kingsholm Road. 

Lansdown Road  

I live number [redacted for Data Protection] St Stephens 
School bs151xd, my house number [redacted for Data 
Protection] this drop curb driveway has  existing double 
yellow lines in place.    The main cause with congestion at 
this location and other is school traffic at peak dropoff and 
pickup times where parents/others block every space, 
available and block all our driveways daily and park illegally 
this has never been sorted out by SGC with no real time 
measures for parking enforcement.     Proposed measures 
T303117241 will not do enough and will not stop traffic 
congestion ! the area /road at the front of my house 
[redacted for Data Protection] needs to be no parking all 
times! this is where congestion is seen daily with dangers to 
all road users. St Stephens school has also caused 
additional traffic problems because the school runs a 
preschool start/  shake and wake routine for students which 
brings parental traffic earlier to this location and the traffic is 
parked for longer periods of time > equals congestion!      
Congestion is being caused solely by parent vehicles who 
refuse to park safely some distance away and walk there 
children to school      
I am clearly objecting to the proposed measures because 
these are not enough to stop cogestion and illegal or 
dangerous daily parking SGC need also to consult with us 
residents who in real time experience this congestion daily.      
There are also environmental and health issues from 
vehicle exhaust emissions where parental vehicles park up 
and block driveways and leave engines running for long 
periods, this also is a daily occurrence. 
 

Thank you for your comments, 
 
 
If parking services are advised of a 
problem they are able to enforce yellow 
line obstructions. However, they would not 
be able to attend all areas where school 
parking causes short term problems. 
 
The suggestion for additional parking 
restrictions on Lansdown Road is not 
possible at this stage of the legal process. 
 
 
 

Neville Road  

I object to the proposal in so far as it relates to the upper 
part of Neville Road.  My grounds for objecting are as 
follows:      1. The extension of the exiting double yellow 
lines is completely unnecessary.  I have lived near this road 
junction for 30 years and have no knowledge of any 
accidents at this spot in all that time.  The existing yellow 
lines are perfectly adequate as they ensure that vehicles 
park well clear of the junction of Neville Road and Spring 
Hill.  Extending the lines further would have no beneficial 
value whatsoever.      2. Extending the double yellow lines 

Thank you for your comments, 
 
If the propose restriction is implemented, 
this may lead to parking on the north side, 
and resulting in visibility difficulties for 
residents exiting their properties. 
 
The proposed extension to the double 
yellow lines will be removed from the 
scheme. 
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will worsen existing parking problems in the area at 
evenings and weekends, with no benefit to road users or 
pedestrians.      3. The proposal would make the junction 
and roadway less safe.  Cars currently only park on one 
side of the road in this part of Neville Road.  If parking is 
restricted on this side of the road, vehicles will park on the 
opposite side, causing a bottleneck with poor visibility.  In 
my view, the proposal will make the road less safe, not 
more safe.         
 

Nympsfield  

I agree with the proposed scheme to change the keep clear 
markings within the Prohibition and Waiting Restrictions 
change in the Kings Chase Ward.    Inconsiderate and 
illegal parking around St Stephens Schools is an everyday 
hazard for pedestrians and motorists and has led to a 
number of near miss incidents and a few accidents.      
I have previously reported issues to both Schools and South 
Glos Council also requesting the Parking Enforcement Car 
visit the area a number of times to reduce the hazzard.      
This change would be a more permanent solution if 
enforced correctly 
 

Thank you for your support. 
 
 

Spring Hill  

I note there are no proposed changes to the junction at 
the bottom of Spring Hill where it meets New 
Cheltenham Rd near the former post office. Vehicles 
are regularly parked on Spring as you come off, or you 
join the Roundabout, and create a pinch point what 
with the pedestrian island in the middle. Not only does 
the parking here make it difficult for larger vehicles to 
navigate the turn into Spring Hill, it also restricts the 
view of pedestrians. On occasion vehicles park over 
the dropped kerb as well making it even more difficult 
and dangerous for pedestrians.    Also does the 
parking in general around the shops here need to be 
reviewed? It’s a bit of a free for all at the moment with 
vehicles parking randomly over the payments with no 
real protection for pedestrians. Probably only a matter 
of time until somebody is seriously injured. I’m sure 
something could be done to organise this better and 
perhaps create more useable space for parking. 
 

Thank you for your comments, 
 
There have been no requests for waiting 
restrictions at this location, it is not 
possible to include further restrictions at 
this stage of the legal process. However, 
your request has been recorded so that it 
can be considered the next time waiting 
restrictions are reviewed in this area.. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Other comments Received  

 

 

Thank you for your comments, 
 
This request is outside the scope of this 
scheme. However, it has been recorded 
and will be considered in any future 
waiting restriction review in this area. 
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