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Staple Hill 

Waiting Restrictions Review 

Feedback Report 

 

 
Purpose of the report  

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

 

Background 
 

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

 No waiting at any time (double yellow lines) 

 Changes to maximum waiting times in areas of limited waiting 

 Regularisation of School Keep Clear markings 

 Car Club / Electric Vehicle charging bays  

 

Purpose of Scheme 

 
To restrict dangerous areas of parking, maintain visibility at accesses and junctions, whilst ensuring that 
there is adequate parking provision for residents and visitors accessing the local shops, businesses and 
Leisure Centre. The School Keep Clear markings are being included within the legal Order so that these 
will be enforceable. 

 

Proposed Scheme 

 
To introduce no waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) to cover junctions, accesses and 
areas where traffic parking can reduce visibility and impact safety, and where access to service vehicles 
such as refuse lorries is currently hampered due to indiscriminate parking. The proposals include the 
conversion of existing advisory white keep clear markings, to no waiting at any time restrictions (however 
keep clear lines across private drives are generally not included). 
 
It is also proposed to modify the time limit in some existing limited waiting bays, and also slightly reduce 
lengths of waiting restrictions, in Church Road, to allow sufficient parking for the Church and the Leisure 
Centre. 
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Drawing reference 

 
Drawing numbers T303-1342-02 and T303-1342-12 provide an overview of the existing and proposed 
waiting restrictions. The proposals are shown in more detail on 5 inset plans which represent smaller 
areas of the whole scheme at a larger scale. The affected roads are presented in the table below along 
with their respective inset plans.  
 

Road Name Inset Plan Road Name Inset Plan 

Acacia Road 1 & 3 Morley Road 3 & 4 

Albert Road 2 Pendennis Road 1 

Beaufort Road 2 Portland Street 3 

Broad Street 2 Riviera Crescent 4 

Christchurch Avenue 1 Salisbury Gardens 2 

Church Road 5 Seymour Road 2 

Clarence Gardens 2 Shrubbery Road 1 

Clarence Road 2 Signal Road 2 

Colston Street 5 South View 2 

Coronation Road 2 Southernhay 1 

Crownleaze 3 St Stephens Road 5 

Florence Road 4 Station Road 4 

Gloucester Road 4 & 5 Teewell Avenue 2 

High Street 1 Teewell Hill 2 

James Close 4 Wesley Close 5 

Kendall Gardens 1 West Park Road 2 

Leicester Square 3 & 5 Whitefield Close 5 

Lower Station Road 1 York Road 2 

Lydney Road 2 

 
 

Consultation 

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

 

Feedback from the consultation 

 
The online consultation overview drawings were viewed a total of 284 times. There were 60 individuals 
and organisations that responded to the consultation via the questionnaire and 16 via email or letter. 
The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed.   
 
The respondents were asked to fill out a questionnaire. The below figures show the results of the 
questionnaire responses. 
 
The respondents were asked whether they supported the scheme as a whole, the results for this 
question are shown in figure 1.  
 
The respondents were asked to select which roads they were interested in and whether they agreed with 
the proposed waiting restrictions on those roads. The results are shown in figures 2 – 50. 
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Figure 1 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 2 

 
 

Although the only response received is against the proposed no waiting at any time 
restrictions in this location it is proposed to continue with the formal advertising. These 
proposed double yellow lines replace existing advisory keep clear road markings that cover 
the access to Acacia Close. It would be unsuitable to park in this location at any time without 
obstructing access and reducing visibility.   
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Figure 3 

 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is proposed 
to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
 
 
 

 
Figure 4 

 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. A number of 
comments were received from residents of Beaufort Road concerned about the removal of 
parking for residents and requested resident permits in this area. These comments are 
responded to within the table at the end of this report. The no waiting at any time restrictions 
(double yellow lines) included within this scheme have been proposed to ensure that parking 
does not occur on both sides of Beaufort Road, which would obstruct the free movement of 
traffic and restrict visibility. Consideration has been given to the effect that the restriction may 
have on local residents in an area with already limited on street parking and as such the extents 
of the proposed restrictions have been kept to a minimum. It is therefore proposed to proceed 
with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
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Figure 5 

 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is 
proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 6 

 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location.  
 
A request was made for a slight increase in the proposed extents of the restrictions in this 
location to help improve and maintain access to an adjacent residential property. As this is only 
a short increase in the extents of the proposed restrictions, that will have a minor impact on 
vehicular displacement in this area, it has been agreed to extend the proposed restricitons as 
requested.  
 
It is therefore proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions with this 
amendment.  
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Figure 7 

 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is 
proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
 
 
 

 
Figure 8 

 
 
The responses received during the informal consulation are mixed for the amendments to the 
parking bays and waiting times at this location, although over half of responses were in support 
of the proposals.  
 
However, comments have been received expressing concerns that the time allowed for parking 
is insufficient to serve local amenities. As such it is therefore proposed to increase the allowed 
waiting time within the bays to 4 hours, no return within 8 hours and to continue with the formal 
advertising. 
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Figure 9 

 
 

Although the responses received during the informal consulation are mixed for the proposed 
no waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) at this location, it is proposed to 
continue with the formal advertising without any amendments. These proposed double yellow 
lines replace existing advisory keep clear road markings within Clarence Gardens, where the 
carriageway is narrow and where it would be unsuitable to park without potentially 
obstructing access.  
 
 
 

 
Figure 10 

 
 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is proposed 
to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
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Figure 11 

 
Although more of the responses received do not support the proposed extents of the no waiting 
at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) in this location it is proposed to continue with the 
formal advertising of the proposals without any further amendments. These proposed double 
yellow lines cover areas of the highway close to these junctions where it is unsuitable to park 
without contravening the Highway Code, obstructing the free movement of traffic and reducing 
visibility. 
 
 
 
 

 
Figure 12 

 
 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is proposed 
to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
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Figure 13 

 
As the responses received during the informal consultation process are evenly matched, it is 
proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of these proposals without any amendments. 
The no waiting at any time restricitons (double yellow line) in this location have been proposed 
to remove parked vehicles within Crownleaze, close to this junction, which can obstruct access, 
impact on the free movement of traffic and reduce visibility. 
 
 
 

 
Figure 14 

 
 
Although the only responses received to the informal consultation are against the proposed no 
waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) in this location it is proposed to continue 
with the formal advertising of the proposals without any amendments. These proposed double 
yellow lines cover areas of the highway close to these junctions where it is unsuitable to park 
without contravening the Highway Code, obstructing the free movement of traffic and reducing 
visibility. 

mailto:TransportServices@southglos.gov.uk


  10 

 

Nigel 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 

Figure 15 

 
 
As the responses received during the informal consultation process are evenly matched, it is 
proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of these proposals without any amendments. 
 
 

 

 
Figure 16 

 
 
Although the responses received during the informal consulation are mixed for the proposed no 
waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) at this location, it is proposed to continue 
with the formal advertising without any amendments. These proposed double yellow lines 
replace existing advisory keep clear road markings on Gloucester Road, in an area where it 
would be unsuitable to park without potentially obstructing access. 
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Figure 17 

 
 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is proposed 
to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
  

 

 

 

 
Figure 18 

 
 
 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is proposed 
to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
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Figure 19 

 
 
 
As the responses received during the informal consultation process are evenly matched, with a 
slight majority in favour, it is proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of these proposals 
without any amendments. 
 
 

 

 
Figure 20 

 
 
Although the responses received during the informal consulation are mixed for the proposed no 
waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) at this location, as over half of the 
responses received support the restrictions as shown on the consultation drawings, it is 
proposed to continue with the formal advertising without any amendments. 
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Figure 21 

 
Although the responses received during the informal consulation are mixed for the proposed no 
waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) at this location, as over half of the 
responses received support the restricitons as shown on the consultation drawings, it is 
proposed to continue with the formal advertising without any amendments. 
 

 

 
Figure 20 

 
 
As the majority of responses received to the proposed restrictions in this location disagree with 
the proposal and following consideration of further details provided from a local resident about 
the impact the restrictions would have on their ability to park, it has been decided to abandon 
these proposed restrictions. This is a residential area and drivers would need to ensure that they 
park in a safe and suitable location that would not cause an obstruction or danger to other road 
users. If vehicles are parking in this area in such an obstructive/dangerous manner, this is an 
issue which could be dealt with by the Police, who have the powers to tackle such problem 
parking. 
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Figure 23 

 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location but a number of these 
reponses requested that the restrictions be extended further on both sides of the road to prevent 
obstructive parking that is forcing vehicles to mount the footway. 
 
In response to comments received during the informal consultation process, it has been decided 
to extend the extents of the proposed no waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) in 
Kendall Gardens, up to the back streets, to tackle the issues that have been raised. 
  
 

 

 
Figure 24 

 
 
 
Although the responses received during the informal consulation are mixed for the proposed no 
waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) at this location, it is proposed to continue 
with the formal advertising without any amendments. These proposed double yellow lines, close 
to these junctions, cover areas of the highway where it would be unsuitable to park without 
contravening the Highway Code, affecting access or restricting visibility. 
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Figure 25 

 
 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is proposed 
to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
 
 

 

 

 
Figure 26 

 
 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is proposed 
to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
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Figure 27 

 
 
Although more of the responses received do not support the proposed extents of the no waiting 
at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) in this location it is proposed to continue with the 
formal advertising of the proposals without any further amendments. These double yellow lines 
have been proposed as Lydney Road is too narrow to allow drivers to park their vehicles along 
both of its sides, without causing an obstruction to the footways and potential obstruction to 
larger vehicles. Introducing double yellow lines along one side of the road will allow vehicles to 
park on the carriageway, maintaint the free movement of traffic and prevent such obstructive 
parking. 
 
 

 
Figure 28 

 
 
 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is proposed 
to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
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Figure 29 

 
 
the majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is proposed 
to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
 
 
 
 

 
Figure 30 

 
 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is proposed 
to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
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Figure 31 

 
 
 
As the responses received during the informal consultation process are evenly matched, it is 
proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of these proposals without any amendments. 
 
 

 

 

 
Figure 32 

 
 
 
As the responses received during the informal consultation process are evenly matched, it is 
proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of these proposals without any amendments. 
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Figure 33 

 
 
 
As the responses received during the informal consultation process are evenly matched, it is 
proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of these proposals without any amendments. 
 
 

 

 

 
Figure 34 

 
Although the responses received during the informal consulation are mixed for the proposed no 
waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) at this location, it is proposed to continue 
with the formal advertising without any amendments. These proposed double yellow lines 
replace existing advisory keep clear road markings at this junction, in an area where it would be 
unsuitable to park without contravening the Highway Code, affecting access or restricting 
visibility. 
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Figure 35 

 
 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is proposed 
to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
 
 

 

 

 
Figure 36 

 
 
 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is proposed 
to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
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Figure 37 

 
 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is proposed 
to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
 
 

 

 

 

 
Figure 38 

 
 
 
As the responses received during the informal consultation process are evenly matched, it is 
proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of these proposals without any amendments. 
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Figure 39 

 
 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is proposed 
to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
 
 

 

 

 
Figure 40 

 
 
 
As the responses received during the informal consultation process are evenly matched, it is 
proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of these proposals without any amendments. 
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Figure 41 

 
 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is proposed 
to proceed with the formal advertising of the reduction of restrictions without any amendments. 
 
 

 

 

 
Figure 42 

 
 
 
As the responses received during the informal consultation process are evenly matched, with a 
slight majority in favour, it is proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of these proposals 
without any amendments. 
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Figure 43 

 
 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is proposed 
to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
 
 
 
 
 

Figure 44 

 
 
 
As the responses received during the informal consultation process are evenly matched, it is 
proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of these proposals without any amendments. 
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Figure 45 

 
 
 
As the responses received during the informal consultation process are evenly matched, it is 
proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of these proposals without any amendments. 

 
 

 

 

 
Figure 46 

 
 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is proposed 
to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
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Figure 47 

 
Although more of the responses received do not support the proposed extents of the no waiting 
at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) in this location it is proposed to continue with the 
formal advertising of the proposals without any further amendments. These proposed double 
yellow lines cover areas of the highway close to this junction where it is unsuitable to park 
without contravening the Highway Code, obstructing the free movement of traffic and reducing 
visibility. 

 
 
 

 
Figure 48 

 
 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. As such it is proposed 
to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
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Figure 49 

 
 
The majority of responses received support the proposals in this location. This element of the 
scheme has already been processed seperately though and as such these measures will be 
removed from any further consultation. 
 
 
 
 

 
Figure 50 

 
It is proposed to remove these proposed car club bays from the scheme due to the lack of 
support for these measures. 
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The comments received as part of the consultation have now been reviewed.  The comments/concerns 
received via the questionnaire are in appendix A, all other comments received are in appendix B.  

 

Future Programme 

 
In light of the responses received at consultation, there will be several changes made to the proposals. 
The following roads have had changes made to the proposals due to comments received at consultation 
and will be forwarded to the Councils legal team: 
 

 Broad Street – in the vicinity of White Lodge Road – Double yellow lines to be extended to cover 
the frontage and access to No. 112 Broad Street. 

 Church Road – amend the proposed time limits of the limited waiting parking bays from 3 hours, 
no return within 6 hours to 4 hours, no return within 8 hours 

 High Street – in the vicinity of Nos. 7-15 – the drawings shown during the informal consultation 
stage were incorrect and show a bus stop extending further than it is currently marked on site. It 
is proposed to amend the drawings accordingly and to propose extending the bus stop markings 
while still allowing room for 1 vehicle to park in this area.  

 Kendall Gardens – Double yellow lines to be extended on both sides of Kendall Gardens, up to 
the junctions with the back streets. 

 
 
In response to the comments received during the informal consultation process there will be some 
additional extents of the restrictions added to the proposals on the following roads. As these are only 
minor extents covering accesses or covering areas close to a junction where it is unsuitable to park 
without contravening the Highway Code, they will be forwarded to the Councils legal team without any 
further informal consultation. 
 

 The junction of Albert Road / Ducie Road – introduce 10 metres junction protection to remove 
vehicles from close to the junction that restrict visibility. 

 Broad Street – on its north side covering the entrance to Page Park to prevent obstructive 
parking. 

 Hill House Road – on its west side covering the entrance to Page Park to prevent obstructive 
parking. 

 Portland Place – extend the restrictions outside No. 1 to remove parking that is obstructing 
access to/from the highway. 

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

 Acacia Road 

 Albert Road 

 Beaufort Road 

 Christchurch Avenue 

 Clarence Gardens 

 Clarence Road 

 Colston Street 

 Coronation Road 

 Crownleaze 

 Florence Road 

 Gloucester Road 

 High Street 

 Kendall Gardens 

 Leicester Square 

 Lower Station Road 

 Lydney Road 

 Morley Road 

 Pendennis Road 
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 Portland Street 

 Riviera Crescent 

 Salisbury Gardens 

 Seymour Road 

 Shrubbery Road 

 Signal Road 

 South View 

 Southernhay 

 St Stephens Road 

 Station Road 

 Teewell Avenue 

 Teewell Hill 

 Wesley Close 

 West Park Road 

 Whitefield Close 

 York Road 
 
The following roads have been removed from the current proposals due to negative feedback at the 
consultation stage. 
 

 James Close. 

 Proposed Car club bays on High Street 
 

 
The Councils Legal Team will draft a Traffic Regulation Order and advertise it for a period of 3 weeks, 
during this time notices will be placed in the local paper and on street in the effected roads. Details of the 
proposals will also be published on the Council’s website, giving people an opportunity to formally object 
to or support the proposed scheme. It is anticipated that advertisement of the proposals will take place in 
spring/summer 2020. 
 
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.  
 

 

Additional Information and Councils Response 

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

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

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

 

Comments received at Consultation via the online 

questionnaire 

Officer’s response 

General Comments  

Residents will have nowhere to park their cars 

 
Thanks for your comments. 

It is great to be consulted. 
Unlike with the Hambrook light restructuring 
 

Thanks for your comments. 

I have concerns about being able to park to attend some of the 
businesses in Staple Hill such as dentists, Physios for example 
especially as some of what were short term carparks have 
become long term and a space is very rarely available 
 

Thanks for your comments. 

In times when Council are so strapped for cash I feel this is a 
poor use of finance. Much better use could be made of the 
money by employing youth workers/school mentors or work with 
children generally.  
 
There are so many other ways this money could be used - 
children come to mind as they are the future generation but 
equally it could be spent on the libraries, street cleaning, toilet 
provision in the park as there is no provision once the cafe is 
closed, provision for the elderly, reinstate some of the areas 
where you've had to make cuts because of budget restraints. 
 
The sort of plans such as these; extending no waiting and 
altering time limits, I feel is unnecessary, and should only be 
looked at when you're have a surplus of money and are looking 
for ways to spend it. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 

In principle, the idea of using double yellow lines to improve 
visibility and space at junctions is fine. 
However, many of the changes which are proposed include 
removing a significant amount of short-term parking from Staple 
Hill shopping area. Whilst car parks are provided, having plenty 
of short-stop places allows people to drop by in a convenient 
manner, while passing. I suspect a lot of trade will be lost if these 
places are removed. 
A knock-on impact of the restrictions would be clearer roads, 
which would increase driving speeds on the high st, which would 
be detrimental to public safety. 
A better way to reduce congestion would be to improve the traffic 
light sequencing along the length of High St / Broad St, 
particularly reducing the wait times for the Portcullis junction 
which is awful for both pedestrians and cars in all directions. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 

I agree with the proposals on parking restrictions but would 
request that Hillhouse road - a Bus route and next to Page park - 
should be included in the restrictions on parking to avoid serious 
accidents probably likely in future. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 

Although the concerns about problems caused by parked 
vehicles are understandable we would not look to 
propose any further extents of waiting restriction along 
this road at this time, with the exception of converting 
the existing advisory keep clear markings covering the 
dropped kerb access to the park, on the west side of Hill 
House Road, to double yellow lines. 
 
Consideration needs to be given to the impact 
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restrictions would have on local residents as well as the 
impact displaced vehicles would have on nearby areas. 
 
We will of course continue to monitor the situation once 
this scheme is complete and if necessary, consideration 
could be given to introducing further extents of 
restrictions in the future. 
 
In the meantime, if vehicles are parked in a manner 
causing an obstruction or danger, this would be a matter 
for the Police who have the power to tackle such parking 
even if waiting restrictions are not present. 
 

Park Road - No waiting at any time between Albert Road and the 
traffic lights at the High Street. As parking at the moment causes 
congestion. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 

Although the concerns about problems caused by 
parked vehicles are understandable we would not look to 
propose any further extents of waiting restriction along 
this road at this time. 
 
Consideration needs to be given to the impact 
restrictions would have on local residents as well as the 
impact displaced vehicles would have on nearby areas. 
 
We will of course continue to monitor the situation once 
this scheme is complete and if necessary, consideration 
could be given to introducing further extents of 
restrictions in the future. 
 
In the meantime, if vehicles are parked in a manner 
causing an obstruction or danger, this would be a matter 
for the Police who have the power to tackle such parking 
even if waiting restrictions are not present. 
 

As an area scheme there are two locations that effect Ducie 
Road that seem to have been omitted and should be included for 
the purposes given in your Statement of Reasons. 
1) The junction of Albert Road and Ducie Road is regularly 
blocked by vehicles parked too close to the corner. This causes 
access issues for delivery vehicles, refuse vehicles and recently 
an ambulance, and also near misses owing to poor visibility. It 
also seems to effect vehicles avoiding the weight restriction on 
Park Road, who, having come from the High Street/Teewell Hill, 
then have major problems manoeuvring to return to the High 
Street up Ducie Road. Suggest the addition of a single 'cars 
length' of double yellow lines on both sides of Albert Road and 
around both the corners onto Ducie Road for a single cars length 
each. It may also need Double yellow lines opposite the T-
junction of Albert Road of similar length to provide sufficient 
widths to turn. 
2) The inside of the bend on Ducie Road. Vehicles regularly park 
half on the pavement in this location causing obstruction and 
visibility issues at this bend (as it is usually fully parked on the 
outside of the bend). Suggest a length of double yellow lines of 2 
car lengths each way from the corner on it's inside. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 

In response to the comments raised, it is agreed that 
parking close to the junction of Albert Road/Ducie Road 
is a regular problem and as such it is proposed to include 
the provision of waiting restrictions in this area to 
protect this junction. 
 

With regard to the bend on Ducie Road, although the 
concerns about problems caused by parked vehicles are 
understandable, consideration needs to be given to the 
impact restrictions would have on local residents as well 
as the impact displaced vehicles would have on nearby 
areas. As such, we would not look to propose any further 
extents of waiting restriction along this road at this time. 
 
We will of course continue to monitor the situation once 
this scheme is complete and if necessary, consideration 
could be given to introducing further extents of 
restrictions in the future. 
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In the meantime, if vehicles are parked in a manner 
causing an obstruction or danger, this would be a matter 
for the Police who have the power to tackle such parking 
even if waiting restrictions are not present. 
 

All this is great but completely pointless unless existing 
restrictions are enforced. The double yellow lines on the High St 
are regularly parked on. Drivers routinely sit with engines idling 
on both legal and illegal sections of the roads in the survey. The 
20 mile an hour speed limit on North St, Park Road and 
Hillhouse Road is routinely ignored. Unless the govt/SGC is 
prepared to put resources into both law and its policing, this is a 
waste of time. The Americans have a road sign saying "tow 
zone" - and they back it up..... 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Please see additional information number 1 above with 
regard to enforcement. 

Beaufort Road  

The double yellows that are being proposed outside of our house 
means that we will have even more issues parking. With two 
small children and already having problems parking on our road 
due to shoppers and local traders using the road to park, 
sometimes from 8am-6pm, this is already making it difficult. 
Where will residents on our road now park if these spaces are 
being taken away? Would it be better to make this residents only 
parking so that shoppers aren't using this road as a car park? 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration needs to be taken with regard to the impact 
on local residents and the displacement of vehicles when 
proposing any waiting restrictions. As such they have been 
kept to a minimum to remove parking from those areas of 
the highway where it is unsuitable to park without causing 
a danger by restricting visibility or by affecting the free 
movement of traffic and access.  
 
Although it is not possible to provide additional parking 
provision within the highway in this area, drivers are 
responsible for ensuring that they park in a location where 
it is safe and legal to do so. 
 
Introducing residents parking is beyond the remit of this 
scheme. 
 

Parking on Beaufort road will worsen with these proposals for the 
high street. (this isnt to say i disagree with the changes but 
people who work on the high street will be looking for alternative 
parking which will affect our community) Considering the 
proximity to the high street would residents parking be 
considered to ensure those parking there are limited to those 
who reside in the houses? Especially as mother of a 1 year old 
this would helpful.Especially with proposed development which 
may worsen the parking situation. 
 
Furthermore the double yellow proposed cross the front of a few 
residential properties and wouldn't interfere with the road way - 
could this be reconsidered? 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration needs to be taken with regard to the impact 
on local residents and the displacement of vehicles when 
proposing any waiting restrictions. As such they have been 
kept to a minimum to remove parking from those areas of 
the highway where it is unsuitable to park without causing 
a danger by restricting visibility or by affecting the free 
movement of traffic and access  
 
Although it is not possible to provide additional parking 
provision within the highway in this area, drivers are 
responsible for ensuring that they park in a location where 
it is safe and legal to do so. 
 
Introducing residents parking is beyond the remit of this 
scheme. 
 

DOUBLE YELLOW LINES REQUIRED AT THE JUNCTION OF 
HERMITAGE ROAD AND BEAUFORT ROAD AS VANS PARK 
IN BEAUFORT ROAD AND THE BUS JUNCTION IS OBSURED 
ALSO WASTE LORRYS NEED SPACE TO GET AROUND 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although it is understood that parking close to a junction 
can cause issues with regard to visibility and access, this 
is the case for all junctions on the highway network. It is 
not feasible to introduce yellow lines around all junctions 
and as such these are limited to areas where there is 
evidence of a persistent problem caused by parked 
vehicles. 
 
In the Staple Hill area, such locations with ongoing parking 
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problems have been assessed in the past and those which 
it was felt that action was warranted, have had advisory 
keep clear markings installed. Part of the process of this 
review is now to convert such markings to double yellow 
lines. 
 
As there are no such markings in this area we would not 
look to propose double yellow lines as part of this review 
as we have not had the opportunity as yet to fully 
investigate the parking situation in this area.  
 

We will of course continue to monitor the situation once 
this scheme is complete and if necessary, consideration 
could be given to introducing further extents of 
restrictions in the future. 
 
In the meantime, if vehicles are parked in a manner 
causing an obstruction or danger, this would be a matter 
for the Police who have the power to tackle such parking 
even if waiting restrictions are not present. 
 

While I fully support the inclusion of double yellow lines on 
Beaufort Road I do have some significant concerns that no 
consideration has been made for parking for residents. Very few 
of the houses on the road have off street parking and 
considering the high volume of shoppers and visitors to the high 
street using Beaufort Rd for parking this makes access very 
difficult. The double yellow lines will hopefully help reduce 
parking issues with visitors to the area but I'm concerned that 
residents will also struggle to park anywhere near their homes as 
no parking concessions seem to be considered as part of this 
plan. There will also be great difficulty in access for visitors to 
houses on Beaufort Road along with deliveries and emergency 
service vehicles. The road is permanently congested and adding 
permit or resident parking only to the area would significantly 
improve the parking situation. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration needs to be taken with regard to the impact 
on local residents and the displacement of vehicles when 
proposing any waiting restrictions. As such they have been 
kept to a minimum to remove parking from those areas of 
the highway where it is unsuitable to park without causing 
a danger by restricting visibility or by affecting the free 
movement of traffic and access  
 
Although it is not possible to provide additional parking 
provision within the highway in this area, drivers are 
responsible for ensuring that they park in a location where 
it is safe and legal to do so. 
 
Introducing residents parking is beyond the remit of this 
scheme. 
 

Broad Street  

Recent investment in the park has resulted in increased footfall 
and increased parking demand which has led to some motorists 
using poor parking locations opposite the park near White Lodge 
Road that they would have previously ignored. 
 
This causes poor visibility for vehicles exiting White Lodge Road 
and creates an extra hazard for the many families who travel to 
the park via the Bristol/Bath cycle track on foot and by bike and 
need to cross Broad Street at this point. 
 
Accordingly I'm strongly in favour of the increased waiting time 
restrictions in this location to improve safety for park visitors 
  

Thanks for your comments. 

We feel the proposal in the vicinity of White Lodge road should 
be extended to protect access to the driveway of 112 Broad 
Street. No waiting at anytime (double yellow lines) should be 
extended to cover both sides of the drive access to 112. Before 
William Page Court was built, (yellow zigzag lines) extended 
across 112 driveway and front of 112 to protect access and 
visibility for police vehicles exiting their property at 110. This 
previous parking restriction worked well for us and had no 
detrimental effect on people wishing to park when visiting Page 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
In response to the feedback from the informal consultation 
it has been agreed to propose an extension to the 
restrictions in this location as requested, to cover the 
frontage and access to No. 112 Broad Street. 
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Park. With no current parking restrictions, we are constantly 
having issues with cars parked, blocking or partially blocking 
access. This is dangerous for us and for oncoming traffic when 
we try and access and exit the driveway. This issue is further 
exacerbated due to the position of a tree outside the driveway 
(not easily noticeable to people parking) but further restricts exit 
and access. I have uploaded images of cars parked causing said 
dangerous issues. 
 

Christchurch Avenue  

I live in Christchurch Avenue and where the street is at it's 
narrowest (in front of no's 22, 23 and 24) it is an accident waiting 
to happen. The path on both sides is very narrow, it is not wide 
enough for say a double buggy so people frequently walk on the 
road. 
Christchurch Infants School is at the other end of the road so 
there is plenty of traffic especially between 8:45am and 9:05am 
and 3pm-3:30pm. There is a 20mph restriction on this road 
which is frequently ignored and things are worse if the weather is 
poor meaning more people drive to school. 
In front of no's 22, 23 and 24 cars regularly drive on the 
pavement to get through. Service vehicles have to mount the 
pavement as a matter of course as that is the only way they will 
get through. This is with normal parking, if someone parks poorly 
the street can be impassable. 
I have seen the owners of no's 22, 23 and 24 have to jump back 
into their garden where a car is coming along Christchurch 
Avenue mounted on the pavement. Even without that there will 
be an accident before long between a car / bike / pedestrian at 
this point and I would urge the council to consider putting double 
yellow lines (replacing the "free parking" and "keep clear") in 
front of no's 22, 23 and 24 to make the area clearer and safer for 
pedestrians. 
 

Thanks for your comments.  
 
Proposals for Christchurch Avenue are not included in the 
Staple Hill Review. However, they have been consulted on 
as part of the Downend Waiting Restriction Review. Your 
comments have been passed to the engineer dealing with 
the Downend Review. 
 

I am unsure as to why Christ Church infants on Christchurch 
Avenue, is not getting school markings as this is often an issue 
for bad parking on blind corners etc. We believe that the road 
markings we currently have are not indeed of the legal length. 
 

Thanks for your comments.  
 
Proposals for Christchurch Avenue are not included in the 
Staple Hill Review. However, they have been consulted on 
as part of the Downend Waiting Restriction Review. Your 
comments have been passed to the engineer dealing with 
the Downend Review. 
 

Church Road  

Church Road, to lengthen existing parking bays, most fine, but 
the one just outside of the leisure centre, due to the slight bend 
in the road, this one already causes problems. Traffic moving 
West has priority, but when the odd driver is going a bit too fast, 
they do have issues with cars driving East. Fortunately this is 
rare, but having a longer stretch of road, where there is not quite 
enough room to pass, and more of it that you cannot clearly see, 
will probably cause more issues. 
 
I'm still not quite convinced by the Car Club idea, I presume the 
operators are paying a fair amount of money for these bays? 
 

Thanks for your comments.   
 
 

Hi, I am a member of the drama group that meet in the church 
hall. for our performances our audiences need 3-4 hours, this is 
particularly relevant for the annual pantomime as we have a 
performance in the afternoon. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
In response to comments received during this informal 
consultation process it is proposed to extend the limited 
waiting period to 4 hours, no return within 8 hours with the 
bays on Church Road. 
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I think the waiting times should be axed completely in the parking 
bays, they serve no purpose! On a Saturday morning there is no 
waiting time 7-9 am, there is no traffic then!! I think it's purely 
money making from the Council because the traffic wardens are 
there to catch people taking their kids swimming! Maybe the 
council should improve the parking at Kingswood leisure centre 
which is dreadful! 
 

Thanks for your comments. 

I believe that parking should be extended for longer than 3 hours 
as some events at the church will last for longer than this 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
In response to comments received during this informal 
consultation process it is proposed to extend the limited 
waiting period to 4 hours, no return within 8 hours with the 
bays on Church Road 
 

Remove the timed No Waiting on Monday to Saturday 8-9.15am 
& 4.45-6pm. 
Parking reduces speeding and increases safety. 
Allows the community to access community groups who use the 
Church Hall. 
Allows the community to access the Leisure Centre in order to 
keep fit or learn to swim. 
Removes the 'low standing'the Council is held in as these 
restrictions are seen locally as a 
'money making venture.' This is because traffic is not increased 
specifically in that area at those times, as no increase in bus 
service attests to. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The times in question relate to the peak times of the day 
for traffic volume and are to be retained to maintain the 
free movement of traffic at these times. 
 

The 'no waiting' on church road directly impacts the young 
children who attend Brownies, as it makes dropping them off 
before 6pm very difficult. If the 'no waiting' were to be removed, it 
would make it much safer as parents could park their cars and 
accompany their children to the door; parked cars would also 
force the traffic to slow down, making things safer for the 
children too. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The times in question relate to the peak times of the day 
for traffic volume and are to be retained to maintain the 
free movement of traffic at these times. 
 

The removal of timed parking needs to happen I can see no 
benefit only a money making exercise. Traffic does not increase 
at the times 8-9.15 & 4.45-6pm and just penalises users of the 
Gym and St Stephens Church and pushes the parking to smaller 
residential roads. Bus running along this route are not effected 
and the timetable not increased at this time. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The times in question relate to the peak times of the day 
for traffic volume and are to be retained to maintain the 
free movement of traffic at these times. 
 

Parking reduces speeding and increases safety. 
Allows the community to access the Leisure Centre in order to 
keep fit or learn to swim. 
Allows the community to access community groups who use the 
Church Hall. 
The proposed restrictions are seen locally as having no useful 
purpose. This is because traffic is not increased specifically in 
that area at those times as there are no extra buses to service 
any such increase. 
 

Thanks for your comments 

I would prefer the time for Church road to be extended to 4 hours 
if possible due to various church activities that go on which 
require the volunteers to stay much longer than 3 hours. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
In response to comments received during this informal 
consultation process it is proposed to extend the limited 
waiting period to 4 hours, no return within 8 hours with the 
bays on Church Road. 
 

With regard to the proposals for Church Road I can see that 
some movement has been made to improve the available 
parking but restrictions are not really needed at all. This applies 
especially and definitely to the No Waiting periods 8-9.15 and 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The times in question relate to the peak times of the day 
for traffic volume and are to be retained to maintain the 
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4.45-6.00. These are totally unjustified and unnecessary. There 
is no specific increased activity at these times an so they are not 
needed and do not improve the area or enhance safety or 
anything else in the road. However having seen the traffic 
wardens stood waiting looking at their watches these extra 
restrictions are seen as a money spinning encumbrance put up 
by the council without any increased benefits or requirements 
except to their income generation. There are no extra buses laid 
on at these same times in the area and so there does not appear 
to be any special increase in traffic during these set times. They 
are however times when the usage and activity at the Leisure 
Centre is probably increased and so more parking not less is 
required. 
The car park for the highly used Leisure Centre is normally 
inadequate at all times of the day, especially compared to other 
council run similar establishments elsewhere. Therefore parking 
should be available nearby, without time restriction, to enable 
and encourage more usage and thereby encouraging health and 
fitness. Similarly when we want to access the church facilities 
and need to drive because we are taking an elderly relative or 
young grandchildren, we are similarly time restricted and cannot 
stay as long as we might wish on occasions. 
 
I would therefore wish to please register my specific concerns 
and objections to the proposals in this specific area especially. 
 

free movement of traffic at these times. 
 

I believe that the hours of waiting time for parking on Church 
Road should be extended to 4 hours waiting time, this would 
enable people who attend church and performances that take 
place at the Church Hall enough time to enjoy the event. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
In response to comments received during this informal 
consultation process it is proposed to extend the limited 
waiting period to 4 hours, no return within 8 hours with the 
bays on Church Road. 
 

I run a group @ St Stephens church hall for 5-7yr olds between 
4.30 - 5.45pm on Mondays. Whilst there are limited parking 
spaces in front of the church hall, the no waiting times that are 
currently enforced in the late afternoon does have an impact on 
some of my parents who do not live in the nearby area being 
able to pick up their children quickly and leave the area, 
especially if the weather is poor. Most of the parking in this area 
is for the Leisure Centre which then leaves limited places to park 
anywhere near to the Church. Church road is used as a rat run to 
avoid having to go via Staple Hill High Street and as such 
parking along there does reduce the traffic speed. Could it be 
considered a 10 or 15 minute limited waiting time? 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The times in question relate to the peak times of the day 
for traffic volume and are to be retained to maintain the 
free movement of traffic at these times. 
 

The present 'No Waiting ' times on Monday to Saturday 8-
9.15am &4.45-6pm on Church Road are not helpful to parents 
using the Church 'See & Know' group for young families, uniform 
groups and also those using the Leisure centre facilities. Traffic 
is not increased specifically in that area at those times, as no 
increase in bus service attends to, so these restrictions are not 
necessary. This would remove the 'low standing' the Council is 
held in as these restrictions are seen locally as a 'money making 
venture'. 
I agree with the extensions proposed for the bays and times but 
the present 'No Waiting ' times need to be removed. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The times in question relate to the peak times of the day 
for traffic volume and are to be retained to maintain the 
free movement of traffic at these times. 
 

1) Parking reduces speeding and increases safety. So having 
times of each day when parking is not allowed, makes the road 
faster and more dangerous for residents and visitors. 
2) Removing the No Waiting times allows the community to 
access community the various groups who use the Church Hall 
nearly every day and at all times of the day. 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The times in question relate to the peak times of the day 
for traffic volume and are to be retained to maintain the 
free movement of traffic at these times. 
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3) Removing the No Waiting times allows the community to 
access the Leisure Centre more readily in order to keep fit or 
learn to swim. This tends to occur first thing just before 9am and 
for quite some time after schools finish. 
4) Removing the No Waiting times helps alleviate the 'low 
standing' in which the Council is held, as these restrictions are 
seen locally as a 'money making venture.' This is because traffic 
is not increased specifically in this area at those times. Generally 
traffic may be heavier across the city as a whole at those times, 
but not specifically or just in Church Road, which the lack of 
increase in bus services at those times attests to. 
5) Traffic Wardens 'police' Church Road very well, and are in the 
street regularly during he No Waiting times (particularly just 
before or around 9am). Sadly I don't see the same amount of 
'effort' on the Councils behalf to ease congestion and increase 
safety, in suggesting those traffic wardens police the local 
schools - St Stephen's Infant and Juniors - where it can be 
chaotic in the morning. 
 

As you lengthen parking bays this reduces the no. Of bays and 
therefore reduces the amount of parking available. The parking 
restrictions on Church Rd adversely impact the ability of elderly 
church goers to park and people trying to keep fit at the leisure 
centre. Many community groups use the hall at St. Stephen's and 
have nowhere to park. they have to carry heavy items into the 
hall from much further away increasing the risk of accidents. I 
personally do not drive but have observed that in all the years of 
riding on the no. 6 bus there have never been delays or near 
accidents caused by cars parked on the road. If it is safety I 
would always support the Councils plans but in this case I see 
zero benefit. The restrictions 8 to 9.15 and 4.45 to 6pm on 
Church Road should be lifted. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The times in question relate to the peak times of the day 
for traffic volume and are to be retained to maintain the 
free movement of traffic at these times. 
 

The health of the local community is a priority, particularly in a 
high priority neighbourhood. The Leisure Centre provides 
facilities that benefit local people and yet many are put off being 
active by the constant hassles of parking due to the small size of 
the leisure centre car park, but also the lack of alternative 
parking, or parking with inpractical stipulations e.g. parking not 
allowed after 5pm which is peak time. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 

The no waiting zones in Church Road makes the traffic flow too 
fast. It is extremely dangerous to cross the road when these are 
in force, especially for children going to school on a morning. 
When cars are parked in these bays it naturally slows the traffic 
making it safer to cross. Therefore scrapping the no waiting 
zones completely would be a better option. 
Why does there have to be a time limit on the waiting zones? 
When events take place at the Leisure Centre and Church that 
last longer than 3 hours these spaces are then unusable. 
Why does there have to be restrictions on a Saturday? I suggest 
that these spaces are being used as a Cash Cow for the Council 
judging by the over-zealousness of the parking wardens that 
have been observed by local people in the past. 
The additional spaces created are far too few for what is needed 
and quite frankly laughable. 
It beggars belief what this consultation must have cost and what 
the new signage and road markings will cost for the negligible 
benefit to the area. 
The best solution is for the Council to consult with the new 
owners of the old college site and negotiate out of normal 
teaching hours use of the car park. 
This asset should never have been allowed to be sold in the first 
place as it was owned originally by Avon County Council. 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The times in question relate to the peak times of the day 
for traffic volume and are to be retained to maintain the 
free movement of traffic at these times. 
 
In response to comments received during this informal 
consultation process it is proposed to extend the limited 
waiting period to 4 hours, no return within 8 hours with the 
bays on Church Road. 
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Much more parking could be made available in St Stephens 
Road by removing much of the double yellow lines. As this is a 
one way street many of these are totally un-necessary. 
 

I see no reason for the waiting restriction at certain times in the 
parking bays. It would appear that this is a great money spinner 
for the council and not user friendly to the local community that 
use the facilities in the area, which you should be 
encouraging.The bus manages to get along the road the rest of 
the day and it not a main highway so there is no logic to these 
restrictions. It stops parents that might want to park there for 
school drop off and has a detrimental effect to users of the 
leisure centre, church and church hall. Parking is at a premium 
due to the leisure centre and it is obvious that the car park there 
needs extending rather than making it more difficult to park on 
the road by ridiculous unnecessary restrictions. Also to have no 
return within six hours is far too long.The fours hours as it is now 
should remain. 
I agree with the extension to three hours parking and the minimal 
amount that the bays have been extended. 
I sincerely hope that you reconsider these restrictions as with the 
amount of dropped kerbs that are being allowed along Church 
Road means there is far less parking than there used to be. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The times in question relate to the peak times of the day 
for traffic volume and are to be retained to maintain the 
free movement of traffic at these times. 
 

I support the increase of waiting time from 2-3 hours to help with 
people attending funerals, weddings and other Church services; 
I object to the continuation of the No Waiting restrictions being 
retained on these roads. There is no logic for having No Waiting 
from 8-9.15am and from 4.45-6pm. There are no schools on this 
road, the College is closed, and having these roads No Waiting 
in these periods just means traffic can flow too fast. This is not a 
major commuter route. Given that there is no logic for this 
restriction, such a restriction just brings the Council into 
disrepute. Its enforcement which has been very rigorously 
enacted, gives the impression that this is a cash-cow with no 
basis in safety or road sense. Watching strict enforcement on a 
Saturday has put the Council to ridicule in the whole community. 
Whilst the staff have "just been doing their job" in such 
enforcement, the reason for the restriction is incomprehensible 
and beyond belief. 
Please remove this pointless "No Waiting" in morning and 
evening. 
 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The times in question relate to the peak times of the day 
for traffic volume and are to be retained to maintain the 
free movement of traffic at these times. 
 

Clarence Gardens   

While I support the idea to allow better access into Clarence 
Gardens from Clarence Road and to give better sight lines from 
leaving Clarence Gardens I cannot support the idea of removing 
the space on the left hand side of the road while entering 
Clarence Gardens for the sake of allowing bigger trucks to enter 
the road. It's a very narrow road with limited space and should 
never have large trucks enter it. It would also reduce much need 
spaces on a road. There are already issues with neighbours 
parking in lanes behind the houses blocking other cars in their 
garages. If this was to go ahead I would hope that the council 
would remind residents that cars should not block access likes 
behind houses. While I respect this is likely a civil matter the 
council should recognise the knock on effects of their actions. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
These proposed restrictions cover areas of the highway 
that at present are covered by advisory keep clear road 
markings, which have been installed to try and tackle 
problem parking. As such it is proposed to proceed to 
formal advert without any changes. 

 
If vehicles are parked in a manner causing an obstruction 
or danger, this would be a matter for the Police who 
have the power to tackle such parking even if waiting 
restrictions are not present. 

Clarence Road  

I do not think the scheme goes far enough, for example the 
Junction of Beaufort Road and Clarence Road needs double 
yellow lines as cars often park on this corner as well as on the 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although it is understood that parking close to a junction 
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pavement. Whilst the double yellow lines proposed on the bend 
in Beaufort Road is good by being on one side only will 
encourage people to park on the other side so on this bend the 
lines should be on both sides. Finally who will be enforcing the 
new rules as at present there are many violations but no action 
appears ever to happen  

 

can cause issues with regard to visibility and access, this 
is the case for all junctions on the highway network. It is 
not feasible to introduce yellow lines around all junctions 
and as such these are limited to areas where there is 
evidence of a persistent problem caused by parked 
vehicles. 
 
In the Staple Hill area, such locations with ongoing parking 
problems have been assessed in the past and those which 
it was felt that action was warranted, have had advisory 
keep clear markings installed. Part of the process of this 
review is now to convert such markings to double yellow 
lines. 
 
As there are no such markings in this area we would not 
look to propose double yellow lines as part of this review 
as we have not had the opportunity as yet to fully 
investigate the parking situation in this area.  
 

We will of course continue to monitor the situation once 
this scheme is complete and if necessary, consideration 
could be given to introducing further extents of 
restrictions in the future. 
 
In the meantime, if vehicles are parked in a manner 
causing an obstruction or danger, this would be a matter 
for the Police who have the power to tackle such parking 
even if waiting restrictions are not present. 
 
 
Please see additional information number 1 above with 
regard to enforcement. 

 

Colston Street  

In principle I agree on the waiting and parking restrictions for 
Colston St / Leicester Square. But you do not push these 
problems around the corner to Colston Close. There are elderly 
residents a few with cars and carers 24/7 some with cars so we 
don't want the Close jammed up with inconsiderate parking with 
people who do not live here. As we also need to think of the 
emergency access. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration needs to be taken with regard to the 
displacement of vehicles when proposing any waiting 
restrictions. As such they have been kept to a minimum to 
remove parking from those areas of the highway where it 
is unsuitable to park without causing a danger by 
restricting visibility or by affecting the free movement of 
traffic and access.  
 

Parking restrictions of any kind affect the local community when 
it becomes difficult for them to access the local leisure centre or 
community groups who use the Church Hall. 
 
Parked cars can actually be beneficial as they reduces speeding 
which does occur when the road is clear. I have often witnessed 
dangerous driving. 
 
On the corners of Colston Street and Whitfield Close and 
Colston Street and Leicester Square 
vehicles often park half on the pavement or right on the 
pavement. This makes it difficult for mothers with buggies or 
people who use walking aids to get past. Legally this is not 
allowed but I have never seen the law enforced. Large vans and 
trucks are often parked. 
 
If there are double yellow lines, vehicles are likely to be parked 
right on the pavement which are an obstruction to all. 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Please see additional information number 2 above with 
regard to how waiting restrictions apply to the highway. 
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Crownleaze  

I am extremely concerned that the council are making parking 
matters worse rather than better with the proposed schemes. I 
live on Soundwell Road and was refused a driveway for my car. I 
therefore have to park on Crownleaze, Portland and Leicester 
Square (depending on space availability). 
 
Your proposed scheme is reducing spaces where there are no 
current problems. 
 

Thanks for your comments.  
 
Consideration needs to be taken with regard to the impact 
on local residents and the displacement of vehicles when 
proposing any waiting restrictions. As such they have been 
kept to a minimum to remove parking from those areas of 
the highway where it is unsuitable to park without causing 
a danger by restricting visibility or by affecting the free 
movement of traffic and access.  
 

I do have concerns about how this will impact shoppers using the 
butchers on Soundwell Rd. They won't be able to park outside it 
and so will inevitably use Crownleaze instead. 
Crownleaze is frequently double parked, with cars mounted on 
the pavements, preventing both cars and emergency from 
getting through at the point where it curves to the right. (Junction 
of Beazer Close and Crownleaze) 
I have had to get out of taxis early because the driver can't get to 
my house. I often have to walk on the road with my children, on a 
blind corner, because the pavement is obstructed, or find l'm 
unable to use my mobility scooter when needed for the same 
reason and also a lack of, or obstructed ramped kerbs. I would 
suggest strongly that yellow lines are put on that corner too. 
There is also a daily issue near a Bus stop which is situated next 
to a wall dividing Beazer Close and Soundwell Rd. Cars, vans, 
taxis are frequently using the wider area of the pavement as their 
personal car park, and sometimes even obstruct access through 
to Beazer Close. I see 2 or 3 vehicles there on a daily basis. 
 

Thanks for your comments.  
 
Consideration needs to be taken with regard to the impact 
on local residents and the displacement of vehicles when 
proposing any waiting restrictions. As such they have been 
kept to a minimum to remove parking from those areas of 
the highway where it is unsuitable to park without causing 
a danger by restricting visibility or by affecting the free 
movement of traffic and access.  
 

Gloucester Road  

While I support double yellows in most of the locations listed, as 
it will make things safer, there is real concern that there is going 
to be significantly reduced parking for local residents, with no 
alternative available towards the Station Rd end of Gloucester 
Road. During term time, we get school staff parking nearby all 
day and get parents at drop off and pick up time which 
compounds an already tricky situation. 

Thank you for considering this. 

 

Thanks for your comments.  
 
Consideration needs to be taken with regard to the impact 
on local residents and the displacement of vehicles when 
proposing any waiting restrictions. As such they have been 
kept to a minimum to remove parking from those areas of 
the highway where it is unsuitable to park without causing 
a danger by restricting visibility or by affecting the free 
movement of traffic and access.  
 

The yellow line proposed lengths do not need to be as long, 
there are a lot of dropped kerbs (some not shown on the pdf), 
there only needs to be lines to prevent vehicles obstructing views 
when exiting / joining roads e.g. when entering station road from 
Gloucester road and looking to the right. The length of lines will 
mean cars will be parked in the only available spaces resulting in 
a bottle neck heading up Gloucester road (from station road) 
around 9,11,13 and then on both sides of the road further up 
making cars stop and start and not be able to view around 
corners coming traffic, which will also be where people cross 
over for school and stopping and starting traffic will make it more 
confusing for parents and children to cross. having shorter lines 
staggers the bottleneck and naturally breaks up a series of cars, 
as cars park in available spaces between dropped kerbs. 

 

Thanks for your comments.  
 
Consideration needs to be taken with regard to the impact 
on local residents and the displacement of vehicles when 
proposing any waiting restrictions. As such they have been 
kept to a minimum to remove parking from those areas of 
the highway where it is unsuitable to park without causing 
a danger by restricting visibility or by affecting the free 
movement of traffic and access. 

We have lived here for 49 years so have a lot of experience of 
the traffic in this part of Gloucester Road. The main problems we 
have encountered are drivers parking which block our driveway. 
It is "convenient" for them as there are dropped kerbs outside 
our driveway and the driveways either side of ours [one of which 
has existed since before we moved in but is NOT shown on your 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
With regard to vehicles obstructing a private access, this 
would be a matter for the Police who have the power to 
tackled obstructive/dangerous parking without the need for 
waiting restrictions. 
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map]. There are no proposals to help this, indeed the proposed 
parking restrictions at the Station Road junctions will make this 
worse as the space outside our driveways are the only areas 
near the junctions on which you propose to allow parking. In the 
49 years there have been NO major collisions and the only 
dangerous incidents have been when drivers coming down 
Teewell Hill accelerate to "zoom" into Gloucester Road. 
Something that never happens when there are cars parked near 
the junctions which you are now proposing to abolish. A VERY 
BAD IDEA IN MY OPINION. 

There is also one "blind spot" to traffic coming uphill from the 
Station Road junction and that is vehicles parked on the first 
bend in Gloucester Road [opposite the entrance to Riviera 
Crescent] which you have NOT included in any parking 
restrictions. If road safety is the consideration then I think 
restrictions should be include, especially on school days/times. 

 

High Street  

There is a current white line outside of 24 high street which i 
objected to originally as i was sure it would eventually turn into a 
double yellow line and that now proves to be true 

i object to this line at any level as the operation of the business of 
maples community care often ends up with them parked outside 
of my house, also as the line extends past my house i too will not 
be able to park 

if you insist upon introducing no parking and restrict the motorist 
further i suggest you stop agreeing planning permissions that 
turns one house into four flats thus attracting more cars for less 
parking 

 

Thanks for your comments.  
 
The proposed restrictions will replace an existing advisory 
keep clear road marking that covers the extents of the 
access to the adjacent property. 
 
These restrictions cover an area where it would be 
unsuitable to park without obstructing access to/from the 
highway. 

There are already double yellow lines near the pendennis 
rd/acacia avenue junction but this is never enforced. I have 
asked daytime traffic wardens why, and they say it is regularly 
monitored, but I have seen no evidence of this. Instead, priority is 
given to the take away food businesses-whose workers and 
customers park here (ie opposite to bus stop) even though there 
is plenty of space in the car parks nearby. This regularly causes 
problems for traffic that backs up as there are cars on both sides 
of the road and I have seen one collision here in the past few 
months. 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Please see additional information number 1 above with 
regard to enforcement. 
 

I believe the AS IS diagram inset 1 of 5 is incorrect relating to the 
bus stop shown outside numbers 7 - 15 high street in 
T303134203. The bus stop currently does not extend outside no. 
15 as shown in the diagram - there is a narrow space for 2 cars 
between the end of the bus stop (no.13) and the yellow lines 
going into Grace Road. 

 

Originally there were 2 large spaces outside nos 13 and 15; 
when the road was last resurfaced and the raised bus stop put 
in, these spaces were removed and painted over with a massive 
bus stop box. I complained to yourselves, on the basis that there 
had been no consultation on this removal, and within a few days 
the bus stop box had been redrawn and the yellow lines painted 
over. This repainting leads me to the conclusion that removing 
those spaces had not been proposed or agreed. 

 

I was later issued with a parking ticket whilst parked in one of 
those spaces (the yellow lines beginning to show through some 
time after they had been blacked over). I appealed against this 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
As mentioned, the existing plan for this location is 
incorrect and does not accurately represent the road 
markings that are currently in place in this area. As such 
this existing drawing will be amended before proceeding 
with any formal consultation. 
 
With regard to the proposed drawing this will also need to 
be amended. It is however still proposed to extend the 
length of the bus stop to allow sufficient room for the bus 
to maneuver sufficiently to ensure passengers with limited 
mobility are able to safely board and alight.  
 
Taking into account the concerns raised about the 
removal of parking though, it is proposed to still allow 
room for 1 vehicle to park between the bus stop and the 
double yellow lines. The proposal drawing will therefore be 
amended accordingly to show this. 
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and was successful - again, presumably because the council 
recognised that these are legitimate parking spaces. 

 

I am not aware of any further consultations having taken place to 
replace these parking spaces. If there have been, I am surprised 
that the council has not then removed these places and replaced 
them with yellow lines - however, this has clearly not been done. 

 

I therefore believe that both your Existing and Proposed 
diagrams are incorrect in this regard. If, taking this into account, 
you decide that these 2 parking spaces should be removed I 
would be very much against this, on the basis: 

 

1) 3 spaces were lost when the traffic island was put in some 
years ago 

2) We are very short of parking in this area - the large number of 
dropped kerbs in Cassell and Grace roads removes a huge 
amount of on-road parking 

3) The parking spaces do not impede exit from Grace Road, 
being the regulation distance from the corner, or the approach to 
the busy Cassell Road / Thicket Road junction with High Street. 

 

Please could you advise what actions you plan to take - either 
amending the Existing and Proposed diagrams to reflect the 
parking spaces, removing the parking spaces in the Proposed 
Diagram so it is clear what you are doing, or advising when the 
decision to remove those spaces was consulted on and 
implemented. 

 

James Close  

James Close is predominantly elderly persons housing but with 
eight family homes making a total of 24 residences, there is at 
present a maximum of 12 parking spaces, if everyone parks very 
neatly, for these 24 homes. There is not a problem parking in 
these spaces during the daytime but when people return from 
work it becomes very difficult with extra vehicles, work vans etc. 

My home is adjacent to where it is proposed to put no waiting 
and this morning after a shopping trip I realized that I would no 
longer be able to enjoy this as I would find it impossible to carry 
my shopping the distance required from the parking area to my 
home. 

As you may understand many of the residents are opposed to 
the restrictions but are not able to voice their grievances as many 
have no computer skills. 

I have lived in this close for six years and have never had or 
heard of a problem with the parking of vehicles around this 
proposed no waiting area and can't understand the reason to 
change. 

Please reconsider these proposals 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
As the majority of responses received to the proposed 
restrictions in this location disagree with the proposal and 
following consideration of further details provided from a 
local resident about the impact the restrictions would have 
on their ability to park, it has been decided to abandon 
these proposed restrictions.  
 
This is a residential area and drivers would need to ensure 
that they park in a safe and suitable location that would not 
cause an obstruction or danger to other road users. If 
vehicles are parking in this area in such an 
obstructive/dangerous manner, this is an issue which 
could be dealt with by the Police, who have the powers to 
tackle such problem parking. 

Kendall Gardens  

Although Kendall Road is not listed in the roads affected, it is 
included on the map as having both no waiting at any time and 
limited waiting. 

I approve of the restrictions, but as there will be stretches of both 
Kendall Road and Gardens without restrictions it will still be 
treated as a long term car park by all and sundry. It would be 
nice to see the yellow lines extended. 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
In response to comments received during the informal 
consultation process, it has been decided to extend the 
extents of the proposed no waiting at any time restrictions 
(double yellow lines) in Kendall Gardens, up to the back 
streets, to tackle the issues that have been raised. 
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Could you extend the double yellow lines into kendall gardens up 
to the lane because the proposal will not allow the dust cart to 
get into our road without mounting the pavement, which at the 
moment the single white line is doing the same as proposed 
double yellow. No good. 

Could someone please visit me and have a look at the 
pavements which have been destroyed by the dust carts . 

Please note the pavement has been repaired at least 3 time and 
need to be done now . 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
In response to comments received during the informal 
consultation process, it has been decided to extend the 
extents of the proposed no waiting at any time restrictions 
(double yellow lines) in Kendall Gardens, up to the back 
streets, to tackle the issues that have been raised. 
 
 

1. Double yellow line from the end of the property of No. 10 
Kendall Road to proposed end near No. 36 Kendall Road (ie. 
Join the two red lines together). 

2. Single yellow lines both sides of Kendall Gardens from end of 
red lines to the corner of lanes. 

3 Car parking bays in Car park on Kendall Road need bays 
marked on front (as well as sides) to stop large encroaching onto 
Kendall Road. 

3. Area near single yellow marking in Kendall Road to be 
widened to allow 2 vehicles to be parked without threat of 
back end encroaching into road. 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration needs to be taken with regard to the 
displacement of vehicles when proposing any waiting 
restrictions. As such they have been kept to a minimum to 
remove parking from those areas of the highway where it 
is unsuitable to park without causing a danger by 
restricting visibility or by affecting the free movement of 
traffic and access. 
 
We would not look to propose any additional extents of 
restrictions on Kendall Road at this time but will continue 
to monitor the situation if the restrictions are introduced 
and could consider additional schemes in the future if 
deemed necessary. 
 
In response to comments received during the informal 
consultation process, it has been decided to extend the 
extents of the proposed no waiting at any time restrictions 
(double yellow lines) in Kendall Gardens, up to the back 
streets, to tackle the issues that have been raised. 
 

Leicester Square  

On the corner of Leicester Square cars use the pavement to 
park on, will this still be allowed under the changes to the road 
markings? As it stands i have never seen a car parked on the 
road where you are proposing to put the double yellow lines, so 
am not sure what has led you to believe they are needed there. 

 

Parking at the entrance to Whitfield close is required for the local 
cars, this does not seem to cause a nuisance currently so I am 
also not sure why you would then look to restrict this by adding 
double yellow lines. 

 

to be honest your best bet would be to put speed camera in on 
Colston street as some vehicles accelerate down there like it is a 
racetrack completely ignoring the current 20mph limit. 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Please see additional information number 2 above with 
regard to how waiting restrictions apply to the highway. 
 

Lower Station Road  

Lower Station Road - entrance - currently double yellow lines 

This is a narrow entrance that widens up further up the road. 
Currently the double yellow lines stop about half way up the 
narrow bit. These need to be extended, at least to the wide point. 
I appreciate that you are not to blame for the way people park 
but there are days that, for example, emergency vehicles, 
delivery lorries, bin collection days that vehicles cannot get by 
and this is a no through road. Very dangerous at times and if I, or 
my family, needed an emergency service I would like to think it 
could get through without delay! Our wall has previously been hit 

Thanks for your comments.  
 
Consideration needs to be taken with regard to the impact 
on local residents and the displacement of vehicles when 
proposing any waiting restrictions. As such they have been 
kept to a minimum to remove parking from those areas of 
the highway where it is unsuitable to park without causing 
a danger by restricting visibility or by affecting the free 
movement of traffic and access. 
 

mailto:TransportServices@southglos.gov.uk


  44 

 

Nigel 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 

by a lorry. 

Also on trying to get out of the road, those double yellow lines 
need to be extended as sometimes you have to pull so far 
forward to see what is coming, it's very dangerous. 

 

We would not look to propose any additional extents of 
restrictions at this time but will continue to monitor the 
situation if the restrictions are introduced and could 
consider additional schemes in the future if deemed 
necessary. 
 

Lydney Road  

Whilst I understand the need to alleviate traffic and parking 
issues in the Staple Hill ward, I think this proposal disadvantages 
residents wanting to park their cars in the road they live in. 

Lydney Road is already used for parking by people that do not 
live in the road as is other nearby roads, Teewell Hill, Tewell 
Road, the High Street etc. I have had to park in other roads, Bath 
Street, Teewell Road and Teewell Hill, because there has been 
no available space on Lydney Road. When I have had to do this, 
I am very conscious that I am taking a space from residents of 
that road. 

 

I suggest a scheme is needed, which gives parking priority to 
residents of the road and/or street. 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The restrictions on the east side of Lydney Road have 
been proposed to remove obstructive parking that is 
preventing the free movement of traffic along this road, 
which is too narrow to allow parking along both sides. 
 
Introducing residents parking is beyond the remit of this 
scheme, which is being carried out to tackle areas of 
obstructive/dangerous parking. 
 

It's a great idea for double yellows to free pavement up for 
pushchairs and wheelchair use as often see people have to enter 
the road as pavement is used for parking, this also obstructs 
vehicles leaving there driveway as cars can not turn out of 
driveway often emergency services unable to get through bin 
lorries having to return later to carry out there work or park on 
teewell. Fire engine needed to attend fire where also stressed 
about asking neighbours to move vehicles so they could park 
outside the house near enough to attend fire. This would improve 
the safety of our neighbourhood and overall should not effect the 
street as a disvantage as most residents have a back entrance 
to park, with a front drive also or 1 space outside there house. 

 

Thanks for your comments. 

Please note ! The following statement is not for personal gain ( 
as I have purchased my own off street parking ) but in the 
interest of Lydney road residents as a whole as a community. 

 

Plan A ( proposed plan ) 

 

1 , Poor vehicle exit at Lydney road - Broad Street - ( Bus Bay 
encroaching and blocking exit ) . 

2 , Reduced on street residents parking for 15 properties 1 - 18 
to whom have no means of creating off street parking ( not 
including 16 , 9a , 13 ) . 

3 , Likelihood of an increase in speeding traffic using the road as 
a rat run to avoid Traffic Lights. ( the clearer the view, the more 
likelihood to increase speed ) . 

4 , Future parking issues in front of driveways at properties 24 - 
32 ( With unprotected driveways with no yellow restriction 
markings , in desperation for parking some residents will be 
forced to park in front empty driveways / causing confrontations. 
/ as this is not an offence - just considered inconsiderate ) . 

 

Plan B ( amended plan ) 

 

1a , Introduction of a One-way system from north to south . = 
Bus Obstacle will be 

removed . Access for large service vehicles. 

Thanks for your comments. 
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2a. , Increased on street parking for residents with no off street 
parking . 

3a , All vehicles would be forced to keep to lower speed due to 
transfer in driving lane , but safe in the knowledge of no on 
coming traffic. 

4a , Future confrontations would be eliminated with all vehicle 
access across foot paths protected with yellow markings . This 
covers all driveways , garages & rear access to property. 

5 , On street additional parking at south east of road may 
possibly require the alteration to footpath , narrowing or removal . 

 

With all properties from 22 - 32 having front and rear off street 
parking or an option to do so . This then helps properties with out 
this option to acquire parking . 

 

Pendennis Road  

I am writing with regard to the extension of double yellow lines in 
front of 69 Pendennis Road. This is for two reasons a) the safety 
of children in the area b) the personal impact on my family. 

a) Safety of local children... The existing double yellow lines that 
run from just beyond Christchurch Junior School to just before 69 
Pendennis Road do prevent parking but they do not prevent 
people pulling in to drop children off in the morning and collecting 
them in the afternoon. As a resident at Pendennis Road right 
next to this, I see this happening every day when I leave the 
house to take my children to Christchurch infant school nearby 
and also on the return journey. People swerve into the space in a 
rush, sometimes up onto the pavement, doors are swung open 
and children jump out before parents speed off again. I regularly 
worry that one day someone will knock into the many children 
making their way to school. My concern is that extending the 
double yellow lines will simply increase the amount of space that 
is seen as a quick drop off spot and continue to endanger 
children. If you want to increase safety in the area PLEASE 
change the double yellow lines to School Keep Clear markings in 
this section. 

b) Impact on my family...My daughter has a condition that affects 
her ability to walk for any real distance.We use a special needs 
buggy for her and we rely on our car to take her everywhere. 
Parking is in very high demand on this street and already we 
often have to park further away which has an effect on us. We 
have fairly regular trips to the doctors and A&E and rely on 
having the car parked in front of the house. This was a problem 
recently when the road was closed for re-surfacing and we 
needed to take her to A&E. We are in the process of applying for 
a blue badge for her and a disabled bay in the front of the house. 
Extending the double yellow lines will take away the parking in 
front of our house that we rely on. 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration needs to be taken with regard to the impact 
on local residents and the displacement of vehicles when 
proposing any waiting restrictions. As such they have been 
kept to a minimum to remove parking from those areas of 
the highway where it is unsuitable to park without causing 
a danger by restricting visibility or by affecting the free 
movement of traffic and access. 
 
Blue badge holders are able to park on double yellow lines 
for a period of up to 3 hours and anyone can stop on 
yellow lines while in the process of boarding/alighting from 
a vehicle or loading/unloading. 
 
 

Although I recognise that areas directly outside of a school 
should have keep clear zig zags, to extend these or to add 
double yellow lines in Pendennis Road would restrict parking for 
residents where there is already limited space. There is currently 
barely enough Road parking to support the residents cars and so 
I do not support the proposed changes. 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration needs to be taken with regard to the impact 
on local residents and the displacement of vehicles when 
proposing any waiting restrictions. As such they have been 
kept to a minimum to remove parking from those areas of 
the highway where it is unsuitable to park without causing 
a danger by restricting visibility or by affecting the free 
movement of traffic and access. 
 

Any additional yellow lines on Pendennis Road will impact local 
residents that are already struggling to park due to occupants in 

Thanks for your comments. 
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the flats opposite often parking directly outside our home and 
during school hours parents parking anywhere they can find on 
the road - including the entire pavement. I have previously sent 
photographic evidence to the school and SGC of dangerous 
parking on Pendennis Road by parents picking up and dropping 
off their children. Adding yellow lines will not stop the problem as 
they have no regard to any parking restrictions. Instead of adding 
yellow lines more enforcement and policing of dangerous parking 
is required. On one occasion I saw a child almost ran over by a 
maniac parent trying to lift her car on the entire pavement. When 
I have the misfortune of being home during school times as well 
as dangerous and erratic parking parents tend to arrive early and 
sit with car engines running. 

 

Consideration needs to be taken with regard to the impact 
on local residents and the displacement of vehicles when 
proposing any waiting restrictions. As such they have been 
kept to a minimum to remove parking from those areas of 
the highway where it is unsuitable to park without causing 
a danger by restricting visibility or by affecting the free 
movement of traffic and access. 
 
Please see additional information numbers 1 and 2 above 
with regard to enforcement and how waiting restrictions 
apply to the highway. 
 
 

Portland Street  

very dangerous for cars and people has the pavement parking 
and the parking on corners ..just too many cars parking opposite 
each other stopping fire engine s and bin lorries from travelling 
down..out side parking in Portland place stopped the bin lorries 
coming down every week its s night to walk or drive safety 
around theses roads 

 

Thanks for your comments. 

Riviera Crescent  

Totally agree with double yellow lines especially from junction of 
station road and gloucester road Lin both sides of the road this 
will enable people in wheelchairs to see incoming traffic .At the 
moment the same 3 vehicles are parked there all the time forcing 
t traffic to come Roy d the bend in the wrong side of the road 
also restricting pedestrian visibility 

 

Thanks for your comments. 

Salisbury Gardens  

We would like to see double yellow lines both ends of Salisbury 
gardens as although there are white ones there, cars and very 
large vans tend to park right to the end of the road on both sides 
making it very difficult to see round the junction. We have seen 
several near misses of various accidents we have also seen a 
fire engine get stuck because it could not get pass the parked 
vehicles. Likewise with the refuge lorries and any delivery lorries, 
they find it difficult with all the parked cars right near and on the 
bends both sides of the road at each of Salisbury gardens. 
These lines should then continue round the bend from Salisbury 
gardens into West park road. Because if you are trying to pull out 
into West Park road from Salisbury gardens you cannot see if 
anything is coming down or up the road. Likewise it's the same if 
you are trying to pull into Salisbury gardens you cannot see if 
anything is coming up the road. It's very dangerous. It is also 
very dangerous up the other end when pulling into Salisbury 
gardens from Park Road as your view is restricted by all the 
parked cars. Especially in a night. I think cars park there to go 
the the local pub. Whereas the other end, West Park Road, cars 
park along there and spill into Salisbury gardens because there 
is not enough parking along West Park Road for them especially 
where there are a lot of vans parked. 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The northern end of Salisbury Gardens is outside of the 
scope of this scheme and as such cannot be considered 
as part of this waiting restriction review. 
 
Consideration needs to be taken with regard to the impact 
on local residents and the displacement of vehicles when 
proposing any waiting restrictions. As such they have been 
kept to a minimum to remove parking from those areas of 
the highway where it is unsuitable to park without causing 
a danger by restricting visibility or by affecting the free 
movement of traffic and access. 
 
We would not look to propose any additional extents of 
restrictions at this time but will continue to monitor the 
situation if the restrictions are introduced and could 
consider additional schemes in the future if deemed 
necessary. 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Shrubbery Road  

I think the restricted parking should be removed completely. This 
will allow the community to access the services at the church 
hall, and the leisure centre more easily. 

I believe that traffic is not significally increased at these times 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration needs to be taken with regard to the impact 
on local residents and the displacement of vehicles when 
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and therefore the restrictions are unnecessary 

 
proposing any waiting restrictions. As such they have been 
kept to a minimum to remove parking from those areas of 
the highway where it is unsuitable to park without causing 
a danger by restricting visibility or by affecting the free 
movement of traffic and access. 
 

South View  

South View gets very congested now with cars on both sides. As 
it is also a bus route, there are many occasions when buses 
struggle to get from one end of the street to the other without 
having to pull over. (Same obviously applies to cars but they 
have the advantage of being smaller!) I totally agree with the 
double yellow marking by the central gates to make a passing 
space for buses however I think the road would benefit from two 
more of these areas at equal distances down the road as I don't 
think one space is going to be enough. I also think you will still 
get people parking on the double yellows across the gates as 
there does seem to be a desperate need to park right outside the 
gates (even when not disabled) and this needs to be addressed 
and penalty notices given if ignored. 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration needs to be taken with regard to the impact 
on local residents and the displacement of vehicles when 
proposing any waiting restrictions. As such they have been 
kept to a minimum to remove parking from those areas of 
the highway where it is unsuitable to park without causing 
a danger by restricting visibility or by affecting the free 
movement of traffic and access. 
 
We would not look to propose any additional extents of 
restrictions at this time but will continue to monitor the 
situation if the restrictions are introduced and could 
consider additional schemes in the future if deemed 
necessary. 
 

re. south view proposal.i agree. but this road needs more no 
parking strips . particularly at weekends. The bus services find it 
very difficult to find away through and almost every weekend are 
stuck with nowhere to move up the street or down the street. this 
causes frustration and sometimes worse! I am sure the bus 
company must have reports of this happening. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration needs to be taken with regard to the impact 
on local residents and the displacement of vehicles when 
proposing any waiting restrictions. As such they have been 
kept to a minimum to remove parking from those areas of 
the highway where it is unsuitable to park without causing 
a danger by restricting visibility or by affecting the free 
movement of traffic and access. 
 
We would not look to propose any additional extents of 
restrictions at this time but will continue to monitor the 
situation if the restrictions are introduced and could 
consider additional schemes in the future if deemed 
necessary. 
 

St Stephens Road  

St Stephens Road - removal of waiting restrictions at any time - 
this would be beneficial to increase parking spaces however 
adequate clearance either side of residents driveways would be 
required for large/all vehicles to exit off driveways onto the one 
way system. 

This can be difficult at times currently due to incidents with 
disabled badge holders parking either side of driveways, 
alongside parking on both sides of the road and an existing one 
way system not allowing enough clearance around parked 
vehicles to get access to the road from driveways. 

 

Thanks for your comments. 

Station Road  

Its a nightmare to park and it is not a busy road so not sure why 
there are parking permits 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Introducing residents parking is beyond the remit of this 
scheme. 
 

I have lived on Station Road for over 36 years in all that time I 
have never seen an accident or serious parking related problems 
in fact the only problem is the shortage of parking spaces to 
cope with the number of residents cars in this area. 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration needs to be taken with regard to the impact 
on local residents and the displacement of vehicles when 
proposing any waiting restrictions. As such they have been 
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When I first moved to this address the number of cars parking in 
the road was very small and at that time cars turning into 
Gloucester Road after coming down Teewell Hill did not need to 
slow down as it is almost straight on and it was quite dangerous 
to attempt to cross the road, parked cars tend to slow traffic in 
much the same way as traffic carming measures that the council 
regularly introduce in this sort of area. 

 

The restricted number of available parking spaces this scheme 
would create would cause major problems for residents many of 
whom have absolutely nowhere else to park and those that do 
have front gardens and can afford to do it will be forced to dig 
them up in order to park their cars. 

 

From my own perspective as an OAP it would mean that my 
family and friends would have nowhere to park so would 
probably not visit very often if at all. 

 

At the moment I have a caravan which I keep on my drive which 
provides me with many cheap holidays, the only safe way I can 
get it out & in is by using the built in electric motor mover and 
hitching up on the road, if there were double yellow lines outside 
my property I could not do that and would have to get rid of my 
much loved caravan as I could not afford to put it into storage so 
would lose my only source of holidays. 

 

Finally I would like to say one more thing, Gloucester Road is 
wide enough for large vehicles to get through with very little 
trouble even with cars parked on either side of the road which in 
many side roads in this area large vehicles cannot, so I really 
think that this sceme at least for the Teewell Hill end of 
Gloucester Road goes a little too far and is not in the interest of 
the majority of the residents. 

 

kept to a minimum to remove parking from those areas of 
the highway where it is unsuitable to park without causing 
a danger by restricting visibility or by affecting the free 
movement of traffic and access. 
 

Teewell Avenue  

Double yellow lines are really needed at the Teewell avenue/ 
bath street junction as it is really difficult to see when crossing 
the road or trying to turn into bath street because of all the very 
large vehicles parked in the road and on the pavement 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although it is understood that parking close to a junction 
can cause issues with regard to visibility and access, this 
is the case for all junctions on the highway network. It is 
not feasible to introduce yellow lines around all junctions 
and as such these are limited to areas where there is 
evidence of a persistent problem caused by parked 
vehicles. 
 
In the Staple Hill area, such locations with ongoing parking 
problems have been assessed in the past and those which 
it was felt that action was warranted, have had advisory 
keep clear markings installed. Part of the process of this 
review is now to convert such markings to double yellow 
lines. 
 
As there are no such markings in this area we would not 
look to propose double yellow lines as part of this review 
as we have not had the opportunity as yet to fully 
investigate the parking situation in this area.  
 

We will of course continue to monitor the situation once 
this scheme is complete and if necessary, consideration 
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could be given to introducing further extents of 
restrictions in the future. 
 
In the meantime, if vehicles are parked in a manner 
causing an obstruction or danger, this would be a matter 
for the Police who have the power to tackle such parking 
even if waiting restrictions are not present. 
 

I have looked at the plans for parking in staple hill I live in 
Teewell avenue could we have more double yellow lines here 
and the entrance to Teewell Court which affects me as we 
sometimes have problems getting to the rear of property also 
people that work in staple hill use Teewell Avenue to park and 
the new restrictions will make it worse 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although it is understood that parking close to a junction 
can cause issues with regard to visibility and access, this 
is the case for all junctions on the highway network. It is 
not feasible to introduce yellow lines around all junctions 
and as such these are limited to areas where there is 
evidence of a persistent problem caused by parked 
vehicles. 
 
In the Staple Hill area, such locations with ongoing parking 
problems have been assessed in the past and those which 
it was felt that action was warranted, have had advisory 
keep clear markings installed. Part of the process of this 
review is now to convert such markings to double yellow 
lines. 
 
As there are no such markings in this area we would not 
look to propose double yellow lines as part of this review 
as we have not had the opportunity as yet to fully 
investigate the parking situation in this area.  
 

We will of course continue to monitor the situation once 
this scheme is complete and if necessary, consideration 
could be given to introducing further extents of 
restrictions in the future. 
 
In the meantime, if vehicles are parked in a manner 
causing an obstruction or danger, this would be a matter 
for the Police who have the power to tackle such parking 
even if waiting restrictions are not present. 
 

West Park Road  

After the article in the Voice, I was worried that the plan included 
double yellows where Salisbury Gardens joins Park Road. This 
apparently is not the case, as you only mention West Park Road 
in this consultation. 

The parking problems are becoming more pronounced around 
my house. As so many people drop the curb outside the front of 
their house and pave over their front garden, it is is becoming 
harder and harder to find anywhere to park. I have only 1 car but 
have to park on the road and I was concerned that further 
parking places would be denied to me.  

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The junction of Salisbury Gardens and Park Road is 
outside the extents of this scheme. 

York Road  

I agree wholly with the proposals at York Rd. For many years 
access has become very difficult for council refuse lorries and 
emergency vehicles because of inconsiderate parking. 

There was a fire in one of the cottages many years ago that 
required the fire brigade to park up on Broad St and run hoses 
down York Rd to gain access to the fire. An ambulance just this 

Thanks for your comments. 
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year on a blue light had to reverse down York Rd owing to there 
being nowhere to turn around. Council refuse lorries occasionally 
missing pick ups, again the same problem, inconsiderate parking 
and the block up of the 'hammer head' in York Rd. Alternative, 
smaller council vehicles have been used but even these 
sometimes cannot gain the access that they want. 

The white painted 'No Parking' in two places on the road being 
parked over on a regular basis as well as continuous pavement 
parking on a daily basis. There are many houses in the road that 
have a garage and two-space driveways but still park on the 
road, very inconsiderate and selfish. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Appendix B 

 

Comments received at Consultation via other methods Officer’s response 
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Church Road  

We would like to Object to the proposal for the specific changes to 

parking outside on Church Road at the front of Kingswood Lifestyle 

Centre.  Reference T303-1342-07.  As we believe it would benefit our 

customers to remove the time restriction from 4:45pm – 6pm daily.  

 

Kingswood Lifestyle centre is a very important community hub for the 

local area.  We have over 163,000 visits per year, help over 2,000 children 

per week to swim and many more people to help lead a more active 

lifestyle.  

 

Reasons for the objection to the proposal 

 Safety: 

o Current times for no parking outside the centre is the prime 

time for children’s swimming lessons.  The car park is 

often full at this time, which means children and parents 

have to park in other residential areas and cross busy roads 

to access there lessons.   

o Some of our customers have disabilities and if unable to 

park in our car park, having the parking spaces outside 

would increase the chances of access and use of the centre. 

 Community:  

o Currently not allowing people to park outside the centre at 

the peak time is a barrier for the community to not attend 

the centre, therefore not have the opportunity to use the 

facilities. 

o We have had customers who have been fined, ask 

questions about the parking times outside the centre, as 

they find them very confusing. A key would keep it 

simple.   

 Residents:  

o If the car park is full and customers are not able to park at 

the front of the centre, this will mean customers will park 

in other residential areas and spreading the issue.   

Our recommendation:  

 

 Removal of time restricted parking between 4.45pm-6pm daily 

and Park three hours with no return in three hours. 

This will keep the message simple, allow people to park at the key times, 

help more people to be active and minimise the impact on the local 

residents and communities especially the local Church 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The times in question relate to the 
peak times of the day for traffic 
volume and are to be retained to 
maintain the free movement of traffic 
at these times. 
 
In response to comments received 
during this informal consultation 
process it is proposed to extend the 
limited waiting period to 4 hours, no 
return within 8 hours with the bays on 
Church Road. 
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We are in a priority neighbourhood and have to do everything we can to 

help engage all our customers to exercise and lead a more active life. 
 

 

 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The times in question relate to the 
peak times of the day for traffic 
volume and are to be retained to 
maintain the free movement of traffic 
at these times. 
 
In response to comments received 
during this informal consultation 
process it is proposed to extend the 
limited waiting period to 4 hours, no 
return within 8 hours with the bays on 
Church Road. 
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Thanks for your comments. 
 
The times in question relate to the 
peak times of the day for traffic 
volume and are to be retained to 
maintain the free movement of traffic 
at these times. 
 
In response to comments received 
during this informal consultation 
process it is proposed to extend the 
limited waiting period to 4 hours, no 
return within 8 hours with the bays on 
Church Road. 
 

I am contacting you following many incidents in front of my partners 

house. Cars constantly park across the drive. It not only blocks him from 

moving his van but blocks buses from getting through.  
 

Can it please be looked into getting double yellow lines extended across 

the drive? It is such a busy road with Soundwell swimming baths, church, 

schools and nurseries on it so people do this all the time and we do not 

want this to escalate the way it did tonight.  

Yellow lines would certainly help both ourselves from stress and bus 

drivers coming down the road.  

Thanks for your comments. 
 

If vehicles are parked in a manner 
causing an obstruction or danger, 
this would be a matter for the Police 
who have the power to tackle such 
parking even if waiting restrictions 
are not present. 

 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The times in question relate to the 
peak times of the day for traffic 
volume and are to be retained to 
maintain the free movement of traffic 
at these times. 
 
In response to comments received 
during this informal consultation 
process it is proposed to extend the 
limited waiting period to 4 hours, no 
return within 8 hours with the bays on 
Church Road. 
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Thanks for your comments. 
 
The times in question relate to the 
peak times of the day for traffic 
volume and are to be retained to 
maintain the free movement of traffic 
at these times. 
 
In response to comments received 
during this informal consultation 
process it is proposed to extend the 
limited waiting period to 4 hours, no 
return within 8 hours with the bays on 
Church Road. 
 

Hill House Road  

My concern is that cars are parking on the dropped kerbs around Page 

Park. At busy times. Making access to Page Park difficult for push chairs 

and the disabled either in wheelchairs or using walking frames. I live on 

Hillhouse Road and have seen people struggling when the dropped kerbs 

are blocked. You will know what to do but I wondered if putting double 

yellow lines around the dropped kerbs would keep them free. I'm looking 

forward to your thoughts. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 

Converting the existing advisory 
keep clear markings covering this 
dropped kerb, on the west side of 
Hill House Road, to double yellow 
lines will be added to the scheme. 
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Thanks for your comments. 
 

Although the concerns about 
problems caused by parked vehicles 
are understandable we would not 
look to propose any further extents 
of waiting restriction along this road 
at this time, with the exception of 
converting the existing advisory 
keep clear markings covering the 
dropped kerb access to the park, on 
the west side of Hill House Road, to 
double yellow lines. 
 
Consideration needs to be given to 
the impact restrictions would have 
on local residents as well as the 
impact displaced vehicles would 
have on nearby areas. 
 
We will of course continue to 
monitor the situation once this 
scheme is complete and if necessary, 
consideration could be given to 
introducing further extents of 
restrictions in the future. 
 
In the meantime, if vehicles are 
parked in a manner causing an 
obstruction or danger, this would be 
a matter for the Police who have the 
power to tackle such parking even if 
waiting restrictions are not present. 
 

Broad Street  

Please would someone arrange as a matter of urgency to put some yellow 

lines along the roads outside the two main gates of Page Park, in South 

View and Broad Street. 

People are parking across the gates, so like today the band that have been 

performing on the Bandstand and the ice cream van are stuck in the park. 

This is happening more and more because the park is so popular. 

 

 

On a Health and Safety point, Emergency Vehicles would be unable to 

enter the park if required and could result in a person not getting medical 

help. 

 

This needs looking at before there is a major problem. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The current proposals include 
double yellow lines across the 
entrance to Page Park on South 
View, but none on the Broad Street 
entrance.  
 
It is therefore proposed to include 
restrictions on Broad Street, 
adjacent to the park entrance before 
we proceed with the formal 
advertising of the proposals. 
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Portland Place  

Hi I live at Portland Place. recent yellow lines drawn  
in my street are very close to my drive making it very difficult to  
get in and out of my drive as vehicles have to park half over my drive  
to stay legally parked is it possible to bring the double yellow lines  
right up to my drive or move them back a mitre to allow for vehicles  

to park without blocking my access 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
In response to the feedback from the 
informal consultation it has been 
agreed to propose an extension to 
the restrictions in this location as 
requested. This slight amendment 
will therefore be made before we 
proceed with the formal advertising of 
the proposals. 
 

Bath Street  

The parking in bath street is so dangerous. There's cars parked on the 

pavement at the bottom by teewell avenue which is a major obstruction 

for wheelchair users or people with a pram. Then there's cars/vans parking 

right on the corner of the junction making it impossible to see what's 

coming down the road especially if it's a van as you can not see anything. 

If people want to cross the junction they have to try and squeeze between 

the vehicles and hope nothings coming down the road or around the 

corner. This issue was brought up sometime ago and was acted on for a 

week or so then just went quiet. 

 

Its such a dangerous corner and needs acted on before someone is hurt 

even if it was yellow lines. Again the issue would need to be followed up 

on regularly as people just seem to ignore the lines. If they started getting 

fined for it they would soon stop obstructing the road. Hope it's looked 

into properly, Thank you. 
 

Thanks for your comments.   
 
Although it is understood that parking 
close to a junction can cause issues 
with regard to visibility and access, 
this is the case for all junctions on the 
highway network. It is not feasible to 
introduce yellow lines around all 
junctions and as such these are 
limited to areas where there is 
evidence of a persistent problem 
caused by parked vehicles. 
 
In the Staple Hill area, such locations 
with ongoing parking problems have 
been assessed in the past and those 
which it was felt that action was 
warranted, have had advisory keep 
clear markings installed. Part of the 
process of this review is now to 
convert such markings to double 
yellow lines. 
 
As there are no such markings in this 
area we would not look to propose 
double yellow lines as part of this 
review as we have not had the 
opportunity as yet to fully investigate 
the parking situation in this area.  
 

We will of course continue to 
monitor the situation once this 
scheme is complete and if necessary, 
consideration could be given to 
introducing further extents of 
restrictions in the future. 
 
In the meantime, if vehicles are 
parked in a manner causing an 
obstruction or danger, this would be 
a matter for the Police who have the 
power to tackle such parking even if 
waiting restrictions are not present. 
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James Close  

Caller is disabled and has seen a notice that double yellow line are 
being put in where he normally parks by the turning circle. 
However caller will not be able to park anywhere near his house if 
this happens. Please can you offer any solution for him. He is a 
blue badge holder but has not applied for a disabled bay. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
As the majority of responses received 
to the proposed restrictions in this 
location disagree with the proposal 
and following consideration of further 
details provided from a local resident 
about the impact the restrictions 
would have on their ability to park, it 
has been decided to abandon these 
proposed restrictions.  
 
This is a residential area and drivers 
would need to ensure that they park 
in a safe and suitable location that 
would not cause an obstruction or 
danger to other road users. If 
vehicles are parking in this area in 
such an obstructive/dangerous 
manner, this is an issue which could 
be dealt with by the Police, who have 
the powers to tackle such problem 
parking. 
 

Kendall Gardens  

I'm writing to you today regarding the proposal for double yellow lines in 

kendall gardens and kendall road  

I recently had a meeting with our MP asking if and when they do the 

yellow lines in our road that they could extend them buy 10/15mtr .The 

reason for our request is it is clear our road is not wide enough when cars 

are parked on one side to allow the dust  carts and other delivery vehicles 

to get into our road without mounting the pavement  

As you are aware our pavement has got a 2ft drop to the road which has 

been caused by the lorries mounting the pavement and was pointed out  by 

my MP who did agree that this was now a health and safety issue . 

I have video of lorries trying to get into our road and clearly they can't 

without mounting the pavement because of parked cars and Van's . I have 

enclosed the draft for the lines proposal showing a 10/15mtr extension  

which if done would be the end of repairs to our pavement  

Please note we now need the pavement and the road repaired as the lorries 

have not only damaged the pavement but also the road by pushing  the 

kerb  stones  down into the road which is why we have a 2ft drop. Please 

give this great thought as we need to sort this out  before someone falls 

over and cost the council more than two yellow lines  

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
In response to comments received 
during the informal consultation 
process, it has been decided to 
extend the extents of the proposed 
no waiting at any time restrictions 
(double yellow lines) in this area, up 
to the back streets, to tackle the 
issues that have been raised. 
 

Morley Road  

There is a new housing development at the end of Morley Road. This 

development is on the junction with Gloucester Road. The turning into 

Morley Rd from Glos. Rd is now very hazardous as cars are parked 

outside the existing dwellings opposite and with the pavement/Heras 

fencing from the new development when turning into Morley Rd cars are 

coming head on to you. I frequently use this junction and have had a few 

near misses since this development started. I am concerned as this 

development nears completion and when the properties are in use cars will 

be parked outside the houses which will make the manoeuvre of turning 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although it is understood that parking 
close to a junction can cause issues 
with regard to visibility and access, 
this is the case for all junctions on the 
highway network. It is not feasible to 
introduce yellow lines around all 
junctions and as such these are 
limited to areas where there is 
evidence of a persistent problem 
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into Morley Rd and turning right from Morley Rd an accident waiting to 

happen. Are yellow lines going to be put down outside these dwellings to 

prevent this? If not I request a visit to view this situation and urge you to 

take action. 
 

caused by parked vehicles. 
 
In the Staple Hill area, such locations 
with ongoing parking problems have 
been assessed in the past and those 
which it was felt that action was 
warranted, have had advisory keep 
clear markings installed. Part of the 
process of this review is now to 
convert such markings to double 
yellow lines. 
 
As there are no such markings in this 
area we would not look to propose 
double yellow lines as part of this 
review as we have not had the 
opportunity as yet to fully investigate 
the parking situation in this area.  
 

We will of course continue to 
monitor the situation once this 
scheme is complete and if necessary, 
consideration could be given to 
introducing further extents of 
restrictions in the future. 
 
In the meantime, if vehicles are 
parked in a manner causing an 
obstruction or danger, this would be 
a matter for the Police who have the 
power to tackle such parking even if 
waiting restrictions are not present. 

Clarence Gardens  

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Restrictions have been proposed 
within Clarence Gardens as part of 
this review, as shown in plan 2 of 5. 
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