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Frampton Cotterell Area 

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 Frampton 
Cotterell Area Waiting Restrictions Review. 

 

Background 
 

Funding has been secured to review the current waiting restrictions in the Frampton Cotterell ward. 
 
Following meetings and site visits 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) 

 Regularisation of School Keep Clear markings 
  

 

Purpose of Scheme 

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

 

Proposed Scheme 

 
It is proposed to introduce no waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) to cover 
junctions/accesses and areas where traffic parking can reduce visibility and impact safety, 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). 
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Drawing reference 

 
Drawing numbers T414-207-01 and T414-207-07 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. These are numbered T414-207-02 to 06 (existing) and 
T414-207-08 to 12 (proposed). 
  
The affected roads are presented in the table below along with their respective inset plans.  
 

Road Name Inset Plan Road Name Inset Plan 

Alexandra Road 3 Park Lane 2 

Beaufort Road 1 Rectory Road 1 

Beesmoor Road 4 & 5 Ridgeway 3 

Bell Road 3 & 5 School Road 1 

Bristol Road 1 St Saviour’s Rise 5 

Camberley Drive 1 Sunnyside 2 

Christy Close 4 The Causeway 3 

Church Close 2 The Land 3 

Church Lane 5 The Ridge 5 

Church Road 1 & 3 Walter Road 4 

Footes Lane 4 Watermore Close 3 

Heather Avenue 4 & 5 Wayside Close 4 

Kelbra Crescent 4 West Ridge 4 

Lower Chapel Lane 3 & 5 Western Avenue 1 

Meadow View 3 Woodend Road 2 & 3 & 5 

Medway Drive 4 Wylington Road 4 

Oldlands Avenue 3 & 5 

 
 

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 516 times. There were 52 individuals 
and organisations that responded to the consultation via the questionnaire and 2 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 – 38. 
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Figure 1 

 

 
 

 

Figure 2 

 

 
 

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

 
Figure 3 

 

 
 

The majority of the responses support the proposed restrictions in this location. Although a 
large number of those responses feel that the restricitons should be longer in this location, 
consideration needs to be given to the impact that displaced vehicles will have in 
neighbouring areas. As such it is proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of the 
restrictions without any amendments. 

 
If the proposed restrictions in this area are installed, further monitoring and assessment can 
be undertaken in and if deemed necessary, additional restrictions could be considered as 
part of any future waiting restrictions review. 
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Figure 4 

 

 
 

The majority of the responses support the proposed restrictions in this location. Although a 
large number of those responses feel that the restricitons should be longer in this location, 
consideration needs to be given to the impact that displaced vehicles will have in 
neighbouring areas. As such it is proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of the 
restrictions without any amendments. 

 
If the proposed restrictions in this area are installed, further monitoring and assessment can 
be undertaken in and if deemed necessary, additional restrictions could be considered as 
part of any future waiting restrictions review. 

 
 
 
 

Figure 5 

 

 
 

The majority of the responses support the proposed restrictions in this location. Although a 
large number of those responses feel that the restricitons should be longer in this location, 
consideration needs to be given to the impact that displaced vehicles will have in 
neighbouring areas. As such it is proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of the 
restrictions without any amendments. 

 
If the proposed restrictions in this area are installed, further monitoring and assessment can 
be undertaken in and if deemed necessary, additional restrictions could be considered as 
part of any future waiting restrictions review. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:TransportServices@southglos.gov.uk


  5 

 

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 6 

 

 
 

The majority of the responses support the proposed restrictions in this location. Although a 
number of those responses feel that the restrictions should be longer in this location, 
consideration needs to be given to the impact that displaced vehicles will have in 
neighbouring areas. As such it is proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of the 
restrictions without any amendments. 

 
If the proposed restrictions in this area are installed, further monitoring and assessment can 
be undertaken in and if deemed necessary, additional restrictions could be considered as 
part of any future waiting restrictions review.  
 

 

 

 
 

Figure 7 

 

 
 
As the majority of the responses received support the proposed extents of restrictions in this 
location, it is proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any 
amendments. 
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Figure 8 

 

 
 

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

 
 

Figure 9 

 

 
 

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

 
Figure 10 

 

 
 

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

 

 
 

The majority of the responses support the proposed restrictions in this location. Although a 
large number of those responses feel that the restrictions should be longer in this location, 
consideration needs to be given to the impact that displaced vehicles will have in 
neighbouring areas. As such it is proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of the 
restrictions without any amendments. 

 
If the proposed restrictions in this area are installed, further monitoring and assessment can 
be undertaken in and if deemed necessary, additional restrictions could be considered as 
part of any future waiting restrictions review. 

 
 
 
 
 

Figure 12 

 

 
 

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

 

 
 

As there are no objections to the proposed restrictions in this location it is proposed to 
proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 

 
 
 

Figure 14 

 

 
 

As there are no objections to the proposed restrictions in this location it is proposed to 
proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 
 

 

 
 

Figure 15 

 

 
 

As the majority of the responses received support the proposed extents of restrictions in this 
location, it is proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any 
amendments. 
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Figure 16 

 

 
 

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

 

 

Figure 17 

 

 
 

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

 

  
Figure 18 

 

 
 

Although the responses are mixed for the proposals in this location there are more in support 
of the measures than against. As such it is proposed to proceed with the formal advertising 
of the restrictions without any amendments. 
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Figure 19 

 

 
 

The majority of the responses support the proposed restrictions in this location. Although a 
large number of those responses feel that the restrictions should be longer in this location, 
consideration needs to be given to the impact that displaced vehicles will have in 
neighbouring areas. As such it is proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of the 
restrictions without any amendments. 

 
If the proposed restrictions in this area are installed, further monitoring and assessment can 
be undertaken in and if deemed necessary, additional restrictions could be considered as 
part of any future waiting restrictions review. 

 
 

 

 

 

 
Figure 20 

 

 
 

Although the responses are mixed for the proposals in this location there are more in support 
of the measures than against. As such it is proposed to proceed with the formal advertising 
of the restrictions without any amendments. 
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Figure 21 

 

 
 

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

 

Figure 20 

 

 
 

Although the majority of the responses received feel that restrictions should be longer in this 
location, consideration needs to be given to the impact that displaced vehicles will have in 
neighbouring areas. As such it is proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of the 
restrictions without any amendments. 

 
 
 

Figure 23 

 

 
 

It is proposed to continue with the formal advertising of the proposals without any further 
amendments.  
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Figure 24 

 

 
 

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

 
 

Figure 25 

 

 
 

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

 
 

 

 
Figure 26 

 

 
 

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

 

 
 

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

 
 

 

 

 
Figure 28 

 

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

 

 
 

The majority of the responses support the proposed restrictions in this location. Although a 
large number of those responses feel that the restrictions should be longer in this location, 
consideration needs to be given to the impact that displaced vehicles will have in 
neighbouring areas. As such it is proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of the 
restrictions without any amendments. 

 
If the proposed restrictions in this area are installed, further monitoring and assessment can 
be undertaken in and if deemed necessary, additional restrictions could be considered as 
part of any future waiting restrictions review. 

 
 
 

 
Figure 30 

 

 
 

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

 

 
 

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

 
 

Figure 32 

 

 
 

As the majority of the responses received support the proposed extents of restrictions in this 
location, with an even mix between those wanting longer and shorter lengths, it is proposed 
to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any amendments. 

 

 
Figure 33 

 

 
 
 

As the majority of the responses received support the proposed extents of restrictions in this 
location, it is proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of the restrictions without any 
amendments.  
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Figure 34 

 

 
 

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

 

 
Figure 35 

 

 
 

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

 
 

 
Figure 36 

 

 
 

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

 

 
 

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

 
 
 

 

 

Figure 38 

 

 
 

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

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

mailto:TransportServices@southglos.gov.uk


  18 

 

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 

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 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 areas close to a junction where it is unsuitable to park without contravening the 
Highway Code, restricting visibility and affecting the free movement of traffic, they will be forwarded to 
the Councils legal team without any further informal consultation. 
 

 The junction of Frome View/Park Lane – introduce Double Yellow Lines at the junction to remove 
vehicles that restrict visibility and access. 
 

 The junction of Heather Avenue/Park Lane – introduce Double Yellow Lines at the junction to 
remove vehicles that restrict visibility and access. 
 

 The junction of Ridings Road/Beesmoor Road – introduce Double Yellow Lines at the junction to 
remove vehicles that restrict visibility and access. 

 
The initial restrictions proposed on the following roads will be forwarded to the Councils legal team with 
no further amendments: 
 

 Alexandra Road 

 Beaufort Road 

 Beesmoor Road 

 Bell Road 

 Bristol Road 

 Camberley Drive 

 Christy Close 

 Church Close 

 Church Lane 

 Church Road 

 Footes Lane 

 Heather Avenue 

 Kelbra Crescent 

 Lower Chapel Lane 

 Meadow View 

 Medway Drive 

 Oldlands Avenue 

 Park Lane 

 Rectory Road 

 Ridgeway 

 School Road 

 St Saviour’s Rise 

 Sunnyside 

 The Causeway 

 The Land 

 The Ridge 

 Walter Road 

 Watermore Close 

 Wayside Close 

 West Ridge 

 Western Avenue 

 Woodend Road 

 Wylington Road 
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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 
Winter 2020/21. 
 
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 

Beaufort Road  

Having lived here for 15 years I have observed the twice daily 
event known as the school run. I have seen how the traffic has 
increased at these peak times partly for the school run but also 
to avoid the traffic lights at the junction of Church Road and 
Bristol Road. Beaufort Rd and School Rd are used as a short cut 
to avoid the long queue on Church Road usually in the mornings. 
 
I have no qualitative/quantitative data but it does get very busy 
and at times unsafe for all users and occasionally tempers do 
flare. Pedestrians and cyclists are most at risk of injury. 
 
In my view the intention to add 'No Parking' will simply shift the 
parking problems into the other roads and those using the roads 
as a bypass to avoid other traffic jams will continue to do so. 
 
Complimentary solutions such as cycle paths and cycle racks 
may encourage the use of cycling. Cycle racks exist inside the 
school but there is nowhere outside the school to leave/park a 
bicycle. 
 
Changing the traffic light sequence/timings at the junction of 
Church Rd/Bristol Rd to allow the freer movement of vehicles 
travelling from Church Rd onto the Bristol Rd would negate the 
need to use Beaufort Rd and School Rd as a short cut - this 
would be most effective between the hours of 0700 and 0930. 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration has been given to the potential impact that 
restrictions could have on residents and their visitors as 
well as the affect that displaced parking could have in 
nearby areas. 
 
As such, the extents of the proposed restrictions have 
been kept to a minimum, to only cover those areas of the 
highway where it is unsuitable to park without contravening 
the Highway Code, reducing visibility or impacting the free 
movement of traffic. 
 
Drivers would need to ensure that they parked their 
vehicles within an area which is not covered by restrictions 
and where it is safe and legal to do so, without causing an 
obstruction to other road users, including pedestrians.  
 
If a vehicle is parked in a manner that is dangerous / 
obstructive and there are no restrictions, this would be a 
matter for the Police who have the power to tackle such 
problem parking. 
 
This is a waiting restriction review, aimed at tackling 
parking problems within this area and formalising parking 
restrictions. As such the consideration of cycle paths/racks 
is beyond the remit of this scheme. 

 
I think the double yellow lines should go further along Beaufort 
Road especially around the junctions with Foxe Road, 
Winchcombe Road and Church Road. 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although the concerns about parking problems in this area 
are understood, we would not look to extend the proposed 
restrictions in this area as part of this scheme.  
 
Consideration needs to be given to the impact displaced 
vehicles will have in nearby areas as well as the impact on 
the ability of local residents to park their vehicles and as 
such, any proposed restrictions are kept to a minimum. 
 
The proposed restrictions replace existing advisory keep 
clear markings that have previously been installed 
following an assessment on parking problems within this 
area.  
 
Concerns about parking in the vicinity of these other 
junctions will be passed to the Assess and Decide Team 
to investigate further and if deemed necessary, advisory 
keep clear markings could be introduced with a view to 
converting to double yellow lines during any future waiting 
restrictions reviews in this area. 
 

I think that the double yellow lines should be extended along the 
whole of Beaufort Road as well as on to Foxe Road and 
Winchcombe Road. These areas become far too congested with 
dangerous and careless parking at school times, as well as 
residents not using their own driveways. Residents are 
essentially trapped in their homes twice a day in the mornings 
and afternoons for at least half an hour. 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although the concerns about parking problems in this area 
are understood, we would not look to extend the proposed 
restrictions in this area as part of this scheme.  
 
Consideration needs to be given to the impact displaced 
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 vehicles will have in nearby areas as well as the impact on 
the ability of local residents to park their vehicles and as 
such, any proposed restrictions are kept to a minimum. 
 
The proposed restrictions replace existing advisory keep 
clear markings that have previously been installed 
following an assessment on parking problems within this 
area.  
 
Concerns about parking in the vicinity of these other 
junctions will be passed to the Assess and Decide Team 
to investigate further and if deemed necessary, advisory 
keep clear markings could be introduced with a view to 
converting to double yellow lines during any future waiting 
restrictions reviews in this area. 
 

Beesmoor Road  

I believe this scheme should also incorporate a similar section at 
the end of Ridings Road on the junction of Beesmoor Road as 
this is often blocked by cars parking very close to the junction 
with Beesmoor Road. Traffic has had to reverse back onto 
Beesmoor Road (quite a dangerous manouver) to allow other 
cars to pass which have backed up due to a car parking right at 
the end of Ridings road which reduced it to one way traffic at the 
junction. Cars often seem to stop in this area waiting for no 
apparent reason then make their way off once they receive a 
mobile phone call. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
In response to comments received during the informal 
consultation process and because Beesmoor Road is a 
through route that serves a large number of adjacent 
roads and properties, no waiting at any time restrictions 
(double yellow lines) are to be proposed at the junction of 
Ridings Road/Beesmoor Road and will be passed to the 
Council Legal Team to be formally advertised. 
 
The extents of the proposed restrictions will be kept to a 
minimum to take into account the affect they will have on 
residents and their visitors as well as the impact that 
displaced vehicles could have in nearby areas. The 
extents of the proposed restrictions in this location are 
shown in Appendix C. 
 

Frequently cars have been parked at the end of Wayside Close, 
very close to the junction with Beesmoor Rd in such a way as to 
make turning in and out of Wayside hazardous: reducing the 
space in Wayside to a single lane and producing a blind spot for 
vehicles turning out of Wayside into Beesmoor. I fully endorse 
the proposed parking restrictions in this spot, and I hope that this 
will be adopted and enforced (ie not allowing the belief among 
some drivers that 2 yellow lines on the road mean that they need 
to park with 2 wheels on the pavement) 
 

Thanks for your comments.  

There are currently no issues with the parking outside Nos 200-
206 Woodend Road as it is only the residents of those houses 
who park there. I have lived in Beesmoor since Sep 2015 and 
have not seen a single incident caused by the current parking 
arrangements. The insertion of yellow lines/parking restrictions 
will result in cars/vans being parked on the west side of 
Beesmoor Road (outside Nos 217-223). This would cause a 
dangerous obstruction to a relatively busy (especially at peak 
times) T Junction, where the risk of collision between drivers 
making a blind left turn from Beesmoor into Woodend to access 
Park Lane from the centre of the road (because of parked 
vehicles) and those cars turning into Beesmoor from Woodend 
either from the east or west. Please reconsider. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration has been given to the potential impact that 
restrictions could have on residents and their visitors as 
well as the affect that displaced parking could have in 
nearby areas. 
 
As such, the extents of the proposed restrictions have 
been kept to a minimum, to only cover those areas of the 
highway where it is unsuitable to park without contravening 
the Highway Code, reducing visibility or impacting the free 
movement of traffic. 
 
Drivers would need to ensure that they parked their 
vehicles within an area which is not covered by restrictions 
and where it is safe and legal to do so, without causing an 
obstruction to other road users, including pedestrians.  
 
If a vehicle is parked in a manner that is dangerous / 
obstructive and there are no restrictions, this would be a 
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matter for the Police who have the power to tackle such 
problem parking. 
 

I believe the proposed no waiting at any time lines close to where 
Beesmoor Road meets Woodend Road (200 to 206) should be 
extended further west. Cars regularly park outside the houses 
heading towards the end of Woodend Road where it meets Park 
Lane and this comprises both that junction and the junction of 
Beesmoor/Woodend. Cars coming from Park Lane into 
Woodend Road that then intend to turn right to go along 
Beesmoor Road have to come out round a row of parked cars 
and end up turning up Beesmoor Road on the wrong side of the 
road junction, cutting the bend substantially and dangerously. 
People coming down Beesmoor Road to turn left onto Woodend 
Road can often not make their turn as there is a stream of cars 
coming up past the parked cars on Woodend Road. There is 
also now an additional new property right on the junction of Park 
Lane/Woodend which will further add to the problem I think 
without proper parking/waiting management. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although the concerns about parking problems in this area 
are understood, we would not look to extend the proposed 
restrictions in this area as part of this scheme.  
 
Consideration needs to be given to the impact displaced 
vehicles will have in nearby areas as well as the impact on 
the ability of local residents to park their vehicles and as 
such, any proposed restrictions are kept to a minimum. 
 
If the restrictions are installed as proposed, we will of 
course continue to monitor parking problems in this area 
and if deemed necessary, additional restrictions could be 
considered in the future. 

Camberley Drive  

I live in camberley drive which is the cul de sac next to the frome 
valley doctors surgery. on the whole it’s a quiet cul de sac where 
a number of the children who live here play out regularly on their 
bikes and scooters. However we do get occasional cars parking 
and turning down here from the doctors surgery. This is currently 
manageable, however I do worry if you make it no parking 
outside the doctors surgery then this will increase the flow of 
traffic/people parking down camberley drive significantly, 
potentially putting our children at risk with the increased flow of 
traffic. We are the neighbouring cul de sac to the surgery so this 
is naturally where people will come to park. I chose to live in a cul 
de sac so my children could play out safely with limited flow of 
traffic. 
I feel this will have a negative impact on their safety 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The carriageway in this area, which is primarily intended 
for the movement of vehicular traffic, cannot be 
considered a safe place for children to play. 
 
Consideration has been given to the potential impact that 
restrictions could have on residents and their visitors as 
well as the affect that displaced parking could have in 
nearby areas. 
 
As such, the extents of the proposed restrictions have 
been kept to a minimum, to only cover those areas of the 
highway where it is unsuitable to park without contravening 
the Highway Code, reducing visibility or impacting the free 
movement of traffic. 
 
Drivers would need to ensure that they parked their 
vehicles within an area which is not covered by restrictions 
and where it is safe and legal to do so, without causing an 
obstruction to other road users, including pedestrians.  
 
If a vehicle is parked in a manner that is dangerous / 
obstructive and there are no restrictions, this would be a 
matter for the Police who have the power to tackle such 
problem parking. 
 

I live on camberley drive which is the first cul de sac off the 
junction, if you put these zig zag lines and restricted waiting 
times outside the doctors surgery, where is the next place people 
will park..camberley drive. 
I don’t feel this is suitable as there are many children playing on 
the road during the day and evening, at the moment it is safe for 
them to leave the drive and ride their bikes and play outside with 
all other children on road. There are about another 4 other 
households with children that all play out together, if this 
proposed review comes into force , it will no longer be safe. It’s 
already bad when we have delivery drivers fly up and down the 
road let alone more traffic from people rushing for their 
appointment. 
I understand changes may need to be made but I don’t feel so 
far this will be the best answer 
We need to keep our children safe 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The carriageway in this area, which is primarily intended 
for the movement of vehicular traffic, cannot be 
considered a safe place for children to play. 
 
Consideration has been given to the potential impact that 
restrictions could have on residents and their visitors as 
well as the affect that displaced parking could have in 
nearby areas. 
 
As such, the extents of the proposed restrictions have 
been kept to a minimum, to only cover those areas of the 
highway where it is unsuitable to park without contravening 
the Highway Code, reducing visibility or impacting the free 
movement of traffic. 
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Drivers would need to ensure that they parked their 
vehicles within an area which is not covered by restrictions 
and where it is safe and legal to do so, without causing an 
obstruction to other road users, including pedestrians.  
 
If a vehicle is parked in a manner that is dangerous / 
obstructive and there are no restrictions, this would be a 
matter for the Police who have the power to tackle such 
problem parking. 
 

the junction with camberley drive and court road is frought with 
difficulty. as resident of 20 years plus i have witnessed many 
incidents. speeding vehicles coming round a blind bend toward 
bristol road, crass parking outside the surgery, buses, utilities, 
unable to find a way through to name a few. The opening of a 
chemist in the surgery increased the volume of traffic markedly 
and it is clear as many patients are reluctant to enter the 
surgerys car park and park haphazardly on the road, oblivious to 
road signs, parking on pavements and grassed areas.  
 
The junction is dangerous but can only but agree that any new 
markings might be benefical. However as a long term resident 
who witnesses the situation on a daily basis without a longer 
term plan for the junction your plan will only prove to be a short 
term solution. Further, without enforcement it is likely to fail more 
quickly than the short term but we hope not. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Please refer to Note 1 above with regard to enforcement. 

Church Road  

Removing the few available parking spaces at the corner of 
Church Road to Meadow View will create an issue for local 
residents who do not have the capacity to park their vehicle on 
their property. 

Thanks for your comments.  
 
Consideration has been given to the potential impact that 
restrictions could have on residents and their visitors as 
well as the affect that displaced parking could have in 
nearby areas. 
 
As such, the extents of the proposed restrictions have 
been kept to a minimum, to only cover those areas of the 
highway where it is unsuitable to park without contravening 
the Highway Code, reducing visibility or impacting the free 
movement of traffic. 
 
Drivers would need to ensure that they parked their 
vehicles within an area which is not covered by restrictions 
and where it is safe and legal to do so, without causing an 
obstruction to other road users, including pedestrians. 
 

Many of the houses do not have parking spaces for more than 1 
car. 
 
We do not have issues with parents parking in and around 
Church Road/Meadow View. I only ever see residents cars 
parked. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration has been given to the potential impact that 
restrictions could have on residents and their visitors as 
well as the affect that displaced parking could have in 
nearby areas. 
 
As such, the extents of the proposed restrictions have 
been kept to a minimum, to only cover those areas of the 
highway where it is unsuitable to park without contravening 
the Highway Code, reducing visibility or impacting the free 
movement of traffic. 
 
Drivers would need to ensure that they parked their 
vehicles within an area which is not covered by restrictions 
and where it is safe and legal to do so, without causing an 
obstruction to other road users, including pedestrians. 
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As a regular cyclist, I find the Church Road area of junction with 
Frampton End Road and junction with Lower Stone Close, 
including the brow of the hill, hazardous, especially with main 
road parking beyond the day nursery. The problem is 
exacerbated by speeding on main road and poor junction 
discipline. 
 

Thanks for your comments 

The junction from Church Road into Western Avenue can be a 
busy one. Western Avenue is narrow; with one car parked, the 
road is only just wide enough for another to pass it. During the 
working day it would be unusual for there not to be a vehicle 
parked in Western Avenue, close to Church Road. Church Road 
is a busy road, so getting off/across Church Road into Western 
Avenue needs to be done quickly. If another car is approaching 
Church Road down Western Avenue, it all gets a bit tight to stop 
& wait. 
Could the No Waiting be made 5-10m longer into Western 
Avenue, allowing more space to get off Church road, stop, allow 
traffic to proceed down Western Avenue and turn onto Church 
Road, before the manouvering passed the vehicles parked in 
Western Avenue? 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although the concerns about parking problems in this area 
are understood, we would not look to extend the proposed 
restrictions in this area as part of this scheme.  
 
The majority of responses received to this consultation 
support the extents of the restrictions as proposed and 
consideration needs to be given to the impact displaced 
vehicles will have in nearby areas as well as the impact on 
the ability of local residents to park their vehicles and as 
such, any proposed restrictions are kept to a minimum. 
 
The proposed restrictions replace existing advisory keep 
clear markings that have previously been installed 
following an assessment on parking problems within this 
area.  
 
Concerns about parking in this vicinity will be passed to 
the Assess and Decide Team to investigate further and if 
deemed necessary, advisory keep clear markings could 
be introduced with a view to converting to double yellow 
lines during any future waiting restrictions reviews in this 
area. 
 

We would like to raise the need for double yellow lines on 
Church Road opposite the entrance to Ryecroft Road. When 
travelling up the hill Eastwards along Church Road there is 
frequently parking on the left opposite Ryecroft Road on the 
right. The road bends to the left and goes over the brow of the 
hill. The parking pushes traffic blindly into the oncoming traffic 
and if you are turning right you have to stop on the right side of 
the road facing oncoming traffic. Parking on the left just into the 
entrance of Ryecroft makes this single carriageway making 
negotiating the turn even more complex and dangerous. 
The whole problem would be much easier if there was no 
parking on Church Road opposite the junction. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although the concerns about parking problems in this area 
are understood, we would not look to proposed additional 
restrictions in this area as part of this scheme.  
 
Consideration needs to be given to the impact displaced 
vehicles will have in nearby areas as well as the impact on 
the ability of local residents to park their vehicles and as 
such, any proposed restrictions are kept to a minimum. 
 
The restrictions that have been proposed along Church 
Road as part of this review replace existing advisory keep 
clear markings that have previously been installed 
following an assessment on parking problems within this 
area.  
 
Concerns about parking in this vicinity will be passed to 
the Assess and Decide Team to investigate further and if 
deemed necessary, advisory keep clear markings could 
be introduced with a view to converting to double yellow 
lines during any future waiting restrictions reviews in this 
area. 
 

Clyde Road  

Whole heartedly agree with the proposals -should have been 
done sooner .Frampton has many dangerous spots due to 
parked cars ,often double parked and there are other areas in 
addition to this list which could do with double yeallow lines! e.g. 
Top of Clyde Road where it joins Ryecroft road ,need double 
yellow lines on the non pavement side of the road -vehicles often 
parked there blocking view into road when turning (left 

Thanks for your comments. 
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especially) from Ryecroft road to come down the road . 
 

Footes Lane  

Also suggest lines on junction at Footes Lane and Langthorn as 
vehicles always parked on junction and cannot get anything 
delivered, dangerous spot for large vehicles I.e fire engines 
 
Junction Woodend and Southview vehicles always parked on 
Southview block view around bend. They have parking at back 
on gardens but don’t use it. 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although the concerns about parking problems in this area 
are understood, we would not look to extend the proposed 
restrictions in this area as part of this scheme.  
 
Consideration needs to be given to the impact displaced 
vehicles will have in nearby areas as well as the impact on 
the ability of local residents to park their vehicles and as 
such, any proposed restrictions are kept to a minimum. 
 
The proposed restrictions replace existing advisory keep 
clear markings that have previously been installed 
following an assessment on parking problems within this 
area.  
 
Concerns about parking in the vicinity of these other 
junctions will be passed to the Assess and Decide Team 
to investigate further and if deemed necessary, advisory 
keep clear markings could be introduced with a view to 
converting to double yellow lines during any future waiting 
restrictions reviews in this area. 
 

I suspect that no waiting at any time yellow lines are to be 
replacing the white lines we have now regardless of what i say. 
What i object to is the length of the current lines going up into 
West Ridge. The current white lines extend nearly 30 feet into 
West Ridge, no doubt the new no waiting yellow lines will be the 
same length, happy for them to go into West Ridge but can they 
be shorter. 

Thanks for your comments.  
 
The extents of the proposed restrictions will match the 
existing advisory keep clear markings in this area which 
have previously been installed following an assessment on 

parking problems within this area. 
 
Although more responses to the consultation requested 
that the restrictions be extended in this location, it is 
proposed to proceed with the formal advertising of 
restrictions with no further amendments. 

 

Frome View  

Think the junction to Frome View should also be considered for 
yellow lines - constant parking makes it difficult to safely turn into 
the road. 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
In response to comments received during the informal 
consultation process and because Park Lane is a through 
route that serves a large number of adjacent roads and 
properties, no waiting at any time restrictions (double 
yellow lines) are to be proposed at the junction of Frome 
View/Park Lane and will be passed to the Council Legal 
Team to be formally advertised. 
 
The extents of the proposed restrictions will be kept to a 
minimum to take into account the affect they will have on 
residents and their visitors as well as the impact that 
displaced vehicles could have in nearby areas. The 
extents of the proposed restrictions in this location are 
shown in Appendix C. 
 

Heather Avenue  

I believe that the road between the roundabout in Heather Ave 
and Park Lane should have double yellow lines to stop the 
problem of 24 hr parking that causes congestion - please 
remember that this is the main Bus route through the village. 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
In response to comments received during the informal 
consultation process, no waiting at any time restrictions 
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The same type of problem exists at the junction with Beesemore 
Rd. that needs looking at. 
 

(double yellow lines) are to be proposed at the junction of 
Heather Avenue/Park Lane and will be passed to the 
Council Legal Team to be formally advertised. 
 
The extents of the proposed restrictions in this location are 
shown in Appendix C. 
 
Restrictions have already been proposed at the junction 
with Beesmoor Road and the roundabout junction with 
Wylington Road. These proposed restrictions will be 
formally advertised with no further amendments. 
 

We have lived at this address for 5 years & during this time there 
have never been any accidents or even near misses involving 
parked cars & the mini roundabout. We believe that the council 
is simply looking for quick fixes & easy solutions to problems that 
don't even exist, wasting time & money rather than addressing 
some of the real issues affecting local residents. Parking on The 
Meads estate is an absolute nightmare, for which the council 
must take some responsibility having granted planning 
permission for such a large development with insufficient 
residents parking. The proposed double yellow lines along 
Heather Avenue will impact on our ability & that of our 
neighbours to park outside our own homes & will simply 
exacerbate parking problems around The Meads estate & push 
the problem onto neighbouring roads causing further 
inconvenience & annoyance to residents. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration has been given to the potential impact that 
restrictions could have on residents and their visitors as 
well as the affect that displaced parking could have in 
nearby areas. 
 
As such, the extents of the proposed restrictions have 
been kept to a minimum, to only cover those areas of the 
highway where it is unsuitable to park without contravening 
the Highway Code, reducing visibility or impacting the free 
movement of traffic. 
 
Drivers would need to ensure that they parked their 
vehicles within an area which is not covered by restrictions 
and where it is safe and legal to do so, without causing an 
obstruction to other road users, including pedestrians. 
 

Meadow View  

At the junction of Meadow View with Church Road, the proposed 
'No waiting at any time restriction' on the eastern / right hand 
side of the Meadow View should be extended southwards for a 
further circa 25 metres, to the entrance of the residential lane 
providing access to the rear of properties in both Church Road 
and Meadow View. 
Frequently, various commercial vans and cars are parked in this 
section, usually on the pavement, both severely limiting if not 
completely obliterating visibility of any traffic coming into Meadow 
View, when exiting said access lane onto Meadow View, plus of 
course, blocking the pavement for pedestrians, pushchairs, 
wheelchairs, etc. 
As this is a well known and highly used 'rat run' to the school plus 
being the main access for residents of Meadow View & 
Watermore Close, on numerous occasions, there have been 
'close shaves' with cars entering Meadow View, usually at speed, 
when residents have been trying to exit the residential access 
lane, due to cars entering Meadow View from either the access 
lane or Church Road, having no visibility at all of each other. 
Additionally, there is a tendency for vehicles to frequently park on 
both sides of the Meadow View entrance, often making it 'tight' 
for cars to get through, let alone Emergency vehicles or vehicles 
making deliveries. 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although the concerns about parking problems in this area 
are understood, we would not look to extend the proposed 
restrictions in this area as part of this scheme.  
 
Consideration needs to be given to the impact displaced 
vehicles will have in nearby areas as well as the impact on 
the ability of local residents to park their vehicles and as 
such, any proposed restrictions are kept to a minimum. 
Objection have also been received to the extents of the 
proposed restrictions in this area, calling for them to be 
reduced in length. 
 
The proposed restrictions replace existing advisory keep 
clear markings that have previously been installed 
following an assessment on parking problems within this 
area.  
 
If the restrictions are installed as proposed, we will of 
course continue to monitor parking problems in this area 
and if deemed necessary, additional restrictions could be 
considered in the future. 
 
 

I requested this years ago as it is a very dangerous corner, at 
that time there were lines added to the road but not long enough. 
I am happy to support this change, however we regularly see 
people park on that section of road (even a Bristol County 
Council Van) when they live much further up the street and this 
causes difficulty with traffic flow. Where would these cars park if 
they cannot park be here? Something to think about. 
 

Thanks for your comments.  
 
 

mailto:TransportServices@southglos.gov.uk


  27 

 

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 

Absolutely agree. It’s about time something was done about the 
awful parking especially at school pick up/drop off. It would be 
good to tackle the parking on pavement issue next. 
 

Thanks for your comments.  
 

Mill Close  

I wondered if the scheme could include Mill Close . Parking all 
down the hill makes it quite dangerous when trying to exit or 
enter the close. Also at the top of Mill Close there should be 
yellow lines to stop people permanently parking when it should 
be used for turning 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although the concerns about parking problems in this area 
are understood, we would not look to extend the proposed 
restrictions in this area as part of this scheme.  
 
Consideration needs to be given to the impact displaced 
vehicles will have in nearby areas as well as the impact on 
the ability of local residents to park their vehicles and as 
such, any proposed restrictions are kept to a minimum. 
 
The majority of the proposed restrictions included within 
this waiting restriction review replace existing advisory 
keep clear markings that have previously been installed 
following an assessment on parking problems within this 
area.  
 
Concerns about parking close to this junction will be 
passed to the Assess and Decide Team to investigate 
further and if deemed necessary, advisory keep clear 
markings could be introduced with a view to converting to 
double yellow lines during any future waiting restrictions 
reviews in this area. 
 

I am in favour of trying to reduce the occurrence of double 
parking , effecively making Lower Chapel Lane a single track 
road, but have worries how it will affect my cul de sac for my 
neighbours and myself, as we frequently get people parking 
outside of our houses, who are visiting friends or relatives in 
Lower Chapel Lane. I have had to leave notes on windscreens 
several times, as the parking causes issues not just for me 
getting out of my driveway, but my neighbours across the road. I 
worry that this scheme will increase these incidents, and wonder 
what steps the Council can take to prevent this from becoming 
an issue. 

 

Thanks for your comments.  
 
Consideration has been given to the potential impact that 
restrictions could have on residents and their visitors as 
well as the affect that displaced parking could have in 
nearby areas. 
 
As such, the extents of the proposed restrictions have 
been kept to a minimum, to only cover those areas of the 
highway where it is unsuitable to park without contravening 
the Highway Code, reducing visibility or impacting the free 
movement of traffic. 
 
Drivers would need to ensure that they parked their 
vehicles within an area which is not covered by restrictions 
and where it is safe and legal to do so, without causing an 
obstruction to other road users, including pedestrians.  
 
If a vehicle is parked in a manner that is dangerous / 
obstructive and there are no restrictions, this would be a 
matter for the Police who have the power to tackle such 
problem parking. 
 

Park Lane  

Consideration should also be given to waiting restrictions on the 
section of Park Lane outside the Hat Factory, where the road 
narrows north of the junction with Sunnyside. 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although the concerns about parking problems in this area 
are understood, we would not look to extend the proposed 
restrictions in this area as part of this scheme. 
 
Consideration needs to be given to the impact displaced 
vehicles will have in nearby areas as well as the impact on 
the ability of local residents to park their vehicles and as 
such, any proposed restrictions are kept to a minimum. 
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The majority of the proposed restrictions included within 
this waiting restriction review replace existing advisory 
keep clear markings that have previously been installed 
following an assessment on parking problems within this 
area.  
 
Concerns about parking close to this junction will be 
passed to the Assess and Decide Team to investigate 
further and if deemed necessary, advisory keep clear 
markings could be introduced with a view to converting to 
double yellow lines during any future waiting restrictions 
reviews in this area. 
 
In the meantime, if a vehicle is parked in a manner that is 
dangerous / obstructive and there are no restrictions, this 
would be a matter for the Police who have the power to 
tackle such problem parking. 
 

I would like to suggest adding some no waiting markers leading 
from Park Lane into Frome View for the following safety reasons. 
- Cars frequently park right on the corner just inside the entrance 
to Frome View (I believe this is against Highway Code regarding 
parking too close to a junction) 
- This means that when turning into Frome View from Park lane, 
vehicles frequently can only enter Frome View on the wrong side 
of the road. 
- When entering a road on the wrong side of the road, vehicles 
will often face oncoming traffic from vehicles trying to leave 
Frome View and there have been numerous near misses. This 
also causes a 'line of sight' issue for pedestrians crossing this 
junction. 
 
Thank you for your consideration regarding adding 'no waiting 
markers' in this location as I believe it to be a road safety issue. 
N.b. I am a professional driver with an up to date DQC card. 
I am pleased with these proposals and our household believe 
they will improve road and public safety for our village. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
In response to comments received during the informal 
consultation process and because Park Lane is a through 
route that serves a large number of adjacent roads and 
properties, no waiting at any time restrictions (double 
yellow lines) are to be proposed at the junction of Frome 
View/Park Lane and will be passed to the Council Legal 
Team to be formally advertised. 
 
The extents of the proposed restrictions will be kept to a 
minimum to take into account the affect they will have on 
residents and their visitors as well as the impact that 
displaced vehicles could have in nearby areas. The 
extents of the proposed restrictions in this location are 
shown in Appendix C. 

We live at 282 Park Lane. We have a huge issue with speeding 
on this part of the road, as people have either gained speed by 
the time they come to us from the clyde road direction, or they 
are speeding up after going round the bend by bridge way. We 
have raised concerns about this previously, as have our 
neighbours, as we all have children and it is very unsafe for 
them. By putting double yellow lines directly outside our house it 
will stop any cars from being there. At present, having cars 
parked on the road is the only way traffic slows down. We are 
hugely concerned of the impact this will have and strongly 
oppose it. Would it be possible to look at the introduction of 
speed bumps on this part of the road? This would help with 
slowing traffic for the crossing patrol as well. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The proposed restrictions in this area replace existing 
advisory keep clear markings that have previously been 
installed in response to issues caused by problem parking 
which affects the free movement of traffic. 
 
This review is intended to tackle parking problems that 
have been identified within this area and as such traffic 
calming is beyond the remit of this scheme. 
 
If there are concerns about the speed of vehicles in this 
area and contravention of the speed limit, this would be a 
matter for the Police who are responsible for undertaking 
enfrorcement. 
 

Rectory Road  

The junctions of School road and Rectory road is made 
dangerous by people 24hrs a day parking on the corners. I have 
seen near accidents and large vehicles unable to access 
This is also true for the junction of Beaufort road and Rectory 
road 
 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
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I think the proposal for the corner of school road and rectory road 
should be extended to the first lane at the house number 92. as 
with 10 cars trying to exit this lane the view is mainly blocked off 
and is a danger ,Ihave asked for lines to this point before without 
success 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although the concerns about parking problems in this area 
are understood, we would not look to extend the proposed 
restrictions in this area as part of this scheme. 
 
Consideration needs to be given to the impact displaced 
vehicles will have in nearby areas as well as the impact on 
the ability of local residents to park their vehicles and as 
such, any proposed restrictions are kept to a minimum. 
 
The majority of the proposed restrictions included within 
this waiting restriction review replace existing advisory 
keep clear markings that have previously been installed 
following an assessment on parking problems within this 
area.  
 
Concerns about parking close to this junction will be 
passed to the Assess and Decide Team to investigate 
further and if deemed necessary, advisory keep clear 
markings could be introduced with a view to converting to 
double yellow lines during any future waiting restrictions 
reviews in this area. 
 
In the meantime, if a vehicle is parked in a manner that is 
dangerous / obstructive and there are no restrictions, this 
would be a matter for the Police who have the power to 
tackle such problem parking. 
 

The roads near the school are fine with keep clear between 8-
5pm. The road is very quiet outside of those hours. Also yellow 
lines only push the problem elsewhere. It doesn’t solve the 
problem. At busy times it’s understandable but not in quiet times. 
If a junction is a danger then yes yellow lines. But I doubt anyone 
will take any notice unless we have a traffic warden walking 
around all day everyday. I really can’t see that happening. 
 

Thanks for your comments 
 
Please see Note 1 above with regard to enforcement. 

Parents frequently partially block the lane providing access to 84, 
86, 88 and 92 Rectory Road, restricting the view of vehicles 
leaving the lane in the morning. With cars parked on both sides 
of Rectory road at that time it is impossible to see either cars or 
cyclists travelling along Rectory Road when exiting this lane. The 
parents don't appear to appreciate that they are making it 
dangerous for their children too. 
Would it be possible to install double yellow lines across the 
entrance to this lane too, as I fear the problem will get worse with 
the installation of double yellow lines on the junction between 
School Road and rectory Road. Thanks. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although the concerns about parking problems in this area 
are understood, we would not look to extend the proposed 
restrictions in this area as part of this scheme. 
 
Consideration needs to be given to the impact displaced 
vehicles will have in nearby areas as well as the impact on 
the ability of local residents to park their vehicles and as 
such, any proposed restrictions are kept to a minimum. 
 
The majority of the proposed restrictions included within 
this waiting restriction review replace existing advisory 
keep clear markings that have previously been installed 
following an assessment on parking problems within this 
area.  
 
Concerns about parking close to this junction will be 
passed to the Assess and Decide Team to investigate 
further and if deemed necessary, advisory keep clear 
markings could be introduced with a view to converting to 
double yellow lines during any future waiting restrictions 
reviews in this area. 
 
In the meantime, if a vehicle is parked in a manner that is 
dangerous / obstructive and there are no restrictions, this 
would be a matter for the Police who have the power to 
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tackle such problem parking. 
 

Ridgeway  

I wholly support this scheme and feel it is what Frampton 
Cotterell urgently needs. In recent years, Frampton Cotterell 
Garage on Woodend Rd/Lower Stone Close has taken over the 
village. Despite the fact that this business originally had its own 
car park with an entrance on The Causeway, the neighbouring 
narrow residential streets (predominately The Causeway and 
Ridgeway) are constantly used as overflow parking for the high 
volume of customer cars that this business now turns over. The 
owner chose to build over the original car park in order to expand 
workshop space at the expense of local residents - we are now 
forced to endure congested local streets which currently would 
not always allow easy access by emergency services vehicles. 
This is the reason why, as a resident of Ridgeway, I would like to 
see waiting restrictions to be extended further into Ridgeway 
from the junction of The Causeway as Frampton Garage 
customer and garage owned vehicles are often left in Ridgeway 
for days on end. As I am sure you are aware, Ridgeway is very 
restricted in terms of access so I strongly hope that your waiting 
restriction scheme will be extended in The Causeway and 
Ridgeway to improve the quality of life for its residents. To be 
blunt it is time that Frampton Cotterell Garage moved out of the 
heart of the village to premises befitting its business turnover!! 
 
In addition, there is also the safety element linked to my 
comments. For example, the garage constantly park their 
vehicles on the wide pathway on the corner of The Causeway 
and Lower Stone Close blocking vehicular and pedestrian clear 
vision of vehicles approaching from the right. As a second 
example, my daughter recently drove to visit me and arrived via 
Lower Stone Close and The Causeway. On turning left in the 
Causeway, a car leaving the Garage's office in the Causeway 
almost drove straight into the side of her car. This was due to 
poor visibility through cars from the garage being left along the 
length of the Causeway. This is a fatal accident waiting to 
happen if this had been a child on a bicycle. I hope this gives you 
a clearer picture of how the quality of life in both Ridgeway and 
The Causeway has dimished as the owner of Frampton Cotterell 
Garage has unsympathetically expanded his business and I 
hope the new scheme (with extensions) will be enforced asap to 
go some way towards recompensing us residents. 

 

 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The area in which concerns have been raised is part of 
another waiting restriction review scheme which has 
already been through the formal advertising process.  
 
Details of this scheme can be found using the following 
link 
 
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/Watermor
e_WRR/consultationHome 
 

School Road  

What a waste of money, no-one parks on these junctions 
anyway so why do we need double yellow lines forcing people to 
block people's drives which is already a problem. 
 
Perhaps if the council are looking to spend some money, there 
are plenty of pot holes to fill! 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration has been given to the potential impact that 
restrictions could have on residents and their visitors as 
well as the affect that displaced parking could have in 
nearby areas. 
 
As such, the extents of the proposed restrictions have 
been kept to a minimum, to only cover those areas of the 
highway where it is unsuitable to park without contravening 
the Highway Code, reducing visibility or impacting the free 
movement of traffic. 
 
Drivers would need to ensure that they parked their 
vehicles within an area which is not covered by restrictions 
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and where it is safe and legal to do so, without causing an 
obstruction to other road users, including pedestrians.  
 
If a vehicle is parked in a manner that is dangerous / 
obstructive and there are no restrictions, this would be a 
matter for the Police who have the power to tackle such 
problem parking. 
 

Properties 51, 51A, 51B, 51C and 51D 
When exiting the private driveway from the above properties 
onto School Road the parking of vehicles directly to the left and 
right on School Road severely restricts road vision, This, 
therefore, restricts safe exit of which is increased dramatically 
during school hours, 
The solution would be to introduce 'no parking' each side of the 
exit for a short distance of which will create improved vision and 
exit space. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although the concerns about parking problems in this area 
are understood, we would not look to extend the proposed 
restrictions in this area as part of this scheme. 
 
Consideration needs to be given to the impact displaced 
vehicles will have in nearby areas as well as the impact on 
the ability of local residents to park their vehicles and as 
such, any proposed restrictions are kept to a minimum. 
 
The majority of the proposed restrictions included within 
this waiting restriction review replace existing advisory 
keep clear markings that have previously been installed 
following an assessment on parking problems within this 
area.  
 
Concerns about parking close to this junction will be 
passed to the Assess and Decide Team to investigate 
further and if deemed necessary, advisory keep clear 
markings could be introduced with a view to converting to 
double yellow lines during any future waiting restrictions 
reviews in this area. 
 
In the meantime, if a vehicle is parked in a manner that is 
dangerous / obstructive and there are no restrictions, this 
would be a matter for the Police who have the power to 
tackle such problem parking. 
 

I believe that the parking restrictions need to be extended further 
down school road. Outside my house we have no pavement. 
When cars park on the road outside the properties opposite this 
pushes traffic to only use one lane which is a danger to persons 
leaving my house on foot. Access from my drive is also 
restricted. My concern is that limits as per these plans around 
court Rd junction are in fact just going to push these cars further 
down school road, thus just moving the problem elsewhere. 
In fact we will see an impact from the rectory road restrictions 
also. 
Therefore you must review school road as a whole, particularly 
near the narrower end towards Court Rd junction otherwise 
these plans will in fact make the effect of bad parking worse on 
its residents. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration has been given to the potential impact that 
restrictions could have on residents and their visitors as 
well as the affect that displaced parking could have in 
nearby areas. 
 
As such, the extents of the proposed restrictions have 
been kept to a minimum, to only cover those areas of the 
highway where it is unsuitable to park without contravening 
the Highway Code, reducing visibility or impacting the free 
movement of traffic. 
 
Drivers would need to ensure that they parked their 
vehicles within an area which is not covered by restrictions 
and where it is safe and legal to do so, without causing an 
obstruction to other road users, including pedestrians.  
 
If a vehicle is parked in a manner that is dangerous / 
obstructive and there are no restrictions, this would be a 
matter for the Police who have the power to tackle such 
problem parking. 
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The problem is a lack of car parking space at Frome Valley 
Medical Centre. Imposing parking restrictions near the Medical 
Centre will only reduce the overall parking available and move 
the problem elsewhere since people will continue to use their 
cars. The most obvious candidate for this 'overflow' parking will 
be School Road which is already quite narrow at the Court Road 
end. However, Camberley Drive and Prospect Lane will also 
probably become used in this way as well. 
The issue is probably more in-fill housing being created in the 
area combined with an aging demographic leading to a busier 
Medical Centre. Basically the Medical Centre needs a larger car 
park with more spaces. 
The School Road / Rectory Road junction is only really an issue 
during the schools runs, particularly in the morning during rush-
hour. Again the cars will need to go somewhere so that could 
cause issues for roads around Frampton Cotterell CofE Primary 
School. This may lead to move cars parking on School Road 
causing a problem near the junction with Church Road. 
Unfortunately, the proposed changes to the waiting restrictions 
do not address the underlying issue of car usage and the 
provision of adequate parking. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration has been given to the potential impact that 
restrictions could have on residents and their visitors as 
well as the affect that displaced parking could have in 
nearby areas. 
 
As such, the extents of the proposed restrictions have 
been kept to a minimum, to only cover those areas of the 
highway where it is unsuitable to park without contravening 
the Highway Code, reducing visibility or impacting the free 
movement of traffic. 
 
Drivers would need to ensure that they parked their 
vehicles within an area which is not covered by restrictions 
and where it is safe and legal to do so, without causing an 
obstruction to other road users, including pedestrians.  
 
If a vehicle is parked in a manner that is dangerous / 
obstructive and there are no restrictions, this would be a 
matter for the Police who have the power to tackle such 
problem parking. 
 

I fully support this and would be happy if it went further. Most 
people park appropriately, it’s just a few who put people lives at 
risk. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 

St Saviour’s Rise  

Absolutely agree with restrictions at that junction, and if there’s 
any possibility they should go further into St Saviour’s Rise so 
they clear the junction with Butterfield Close. 
Very often the parked cars there make traversing the junction 
very dangerous, with cars turning in as you try to get past them. 
There’s also a path crossing there so just making the lines 
another 20-30ft longer would fix the whole problem, not just part 
of it. 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although the concerns about parking problems in this area 
are understood, we would not look to extend the proposed 
restrictions in this area as part of this scheme. 
 
Consideration needs to be given to the impact displaced 
vehicles will have in nearby areas as well as the impact on 
the ability of local residents to park their vehicles and as 
such, any proposed restrictions are kept to a minimum. 
 
The majority of the proposed restrictions included within 
this waiting restriction review replace existing advisory 
keep clear markings that have previously been installed 
following an assessment on parking problems within this 
area.  
 
Concerns about parking close to this junction will be 
passed to the Assess and Decide Team to investigate 
further and if deemed necessary, advisory keep clear 
markings could be introduced with a view to converting to 
double yellow lines during any future waiting restrictions 
reviews in this area. 
 

The Causeway  

Any markings on The Causeway as shown are wholly 
unnecessary as the road in this section is single track and has 
NEVER been a waiting issue. anyone stopped there would block 
the entire road - no-one ever has in the 23 years I have lived 
here. 
 
The section marked on The Ridgeway adjacent to the boundary 
of number 46 is absolutely ESSENTIAL for occasional 
loading/unloading of goods vehicles for deliveries to 46 The 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
It is permitted to park on double yellow lines while in the 
process of loading/unloading. 
 
Consideration has been given to the potential impact that 
restrictions could have on residents and their visitors as 
well as the affect that displaced parking could have in 
nearby areas. 
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Causeway. The road here is two lanes wide. 
 
Local vehicles approaching the junction off The Causeway 
wishing to turn onto The Ridgeway will always approach at a 
speed appropriate to the turn due to the single track nature of 
The Causeway. 
 
I object therefore on the basis that 
1) Any easy access waiting for loading and unloading to my 
property would become 
illegal. 
2) That the junction in itself does not constitute a risk. 
3) Better use of resource would be to introduce some form of 
traffic calming over the brow of The Causeway, where 
pedestrians must walk in the single track road, and THROUGH 
traffic to and from the Badmington Road and Lower Stone Close 
poses a hugely significant threat and risk to pedestrians. This is 
a heavily stretch of road used by pedestrians and motorists alike 
with blind corners. 

 

 
As such, the extents of the proposed restrictions have 
been kept to a minimum, to only cover those areas of the 
highway where it is unsuitable to park without contravening 
the Highway Code, reducing visibility or impacting the free 
movement of traffic. 
 
This is a waiting restriction review, aimed at tackling 
parking problems within this area and formalising parking 
restrictions. As such traffic calming is beyond the remit of 
this scheme although this request will be passed to the 
Assess & Decide Team to determine if any further 
investigation is required. 

There is a garage that uses the roads, pavements, driveways 
and park their vehicles on blind bends making it very dangerous 
for crossing the road with children. This is around Woodend 
road, the Causway and The Land. Residents have to park in 
different places, traffic gets blocked up in the area and it is also 
hard to pull out of junctions as your vision is blocked by cars, 
vans and tow trucks. You have to walks or push your push chair 
out into the road as the pavements are always blocked and this 
is not acceptable. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The area in which concerns have been raised is part of 
another waiting restriction review scheme which has 
already been through the formal advertising process.  
 
Details of this scheme can be found using the following 
link 
 
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/Watermor
e_WRR/consultationHome 
 

Why has the Junction at The Causeway and Lower Stone Close 
not been included in the proposed Waiting Restriction Review? It 
is a very dangerous area. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The area in which concerns have been raised is part of 
another waiting restriction review scheme which has 
already been through the formal advertising process.  
 
Details of this scheme can be found using the following 
link 
 
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/Watermor
e_WRR/consultationHome 
 

The Land  

Parking on pavements and parking near or on junctions is a 
problem.. Parking at the junction of Lower Stone Close and 
Woodend Road is very dangerous. It is particularly difficult at 
peak times. 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The area in which concerns have been raised is part of 
another waiting restriction review scheme which has 
already been through the formal advertising process.  
 
Details of this scheme can be found using the following 
link 
 
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/Watermor
e_WRR/consultationHome 
 

Walter Road   

With regards to Walter Road, I agree with the proposal because 
it's a narrow road and a blind bend. To improve access and 
safety, I think that double yellow lines should be on both sides of 
the road at the point indicated on the map. Otherwise the 
vehicles which park there will just use the other side of the road 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although the concerns about parking problems in this area 
are understood, we would not look to extend the proposed 
restrictions in this area as part of this scheme. 
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which will likely make this bend even more of a hazard and 
reduce access to emergency vehicles and other larger vehicles 
even more. 

 
Consideration needs to be given to the impact displaced 
vehicles will have in nearby areas as well as the impact on 
the ability of local residents to park their vehicles and as 
such, any proposed restrictions are kept to a minimum. 
Objections have also been received about the extents that 
have been proposed in this location. 
 
If the restrictions are installed, we will of course continue 
to monitor the situation and if deemed necessary, 
additional restrictions could be considered in the future. 
 
If a vehicle is parked in a manner that is dangerous / 
obstructive and there are no restrictions, this would be a 
matter for the Police who have the power to tackle such 
problem parking. 
 
 

I do agree that the footpath should not be blocked by any vehicle 
at any time. However the diagram shows the double yellow lines 
will be extended out from the dropped kerb for footpath along the 
grass verge. This is where residents park as we only have one 
space per household, for family sized houses this just is not 
enough. Many households have at least 2 or 3 vehicles each. 
Not to mention visitors also have nowhere to park as it is, so they 
have to block driveways. It's a shame this wasn't taken into 
consideration when the estate was built. So making more 
restrictions to the area is going to be a problem for us all. I've 
suggested before, if the grass verge was removed back to the 
council line. The road would be wider and cars parking alongside 
it wouldn't be an issue as there'd be plenty of room for motorist 
and pedestrians. This to me, seems like the best solution still. If 
double yellow lines have to be put in, then they should only cover 
the footpath and also be put at the entrance of Walter road as 
many park here and it is an obstruction to the road (as narrow to 
get through) and also a blind spot issue as people park right on 
the corners into and alongside Walter road (on the pedestrian 
crossing/yellow tiles) and on the footpath on the bend (green 
area in the middle with the wooden dragon). Many times I have 
felt unsafe pulling out onto the bend, as I just can't see oncoming 
cars. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration has been given to the potential impact that 
restrictions could have on residents and their visitors as 
well as the affect that displaced parking could have in 
nearby areas. 
 
As such, the extents of the proposed restrictions have 
been kept to a minimum, to only cover those areas of the 
highway where it is unsuitable to park without contravening 
the Highway Code, reducing visibility or causing an 
obstruction to other road users, including 
pedestrians/cyclists. We would therefore not look to 
reduce the proposed extents. 
 
Drivers would need to ensure that they parked their 
vehicles within an area which is not covered by restrictions 
and where it is safe and legal to do so, without causing an 
obstruction to other road users, including pedestrians. 
 
Concerns about parking close to this junction and the 
request for converting the grass verge will be passed to 
the Assess and Decide Team to investigate further. If 
deemed necessary, advisory keep clear markings could 
be introduced with a view to converting to double yellow 
lines during any future waiting restrictions reviews in this 
area. 
 

This proposed Waiting Time (Double Yellow Lines) is right 
outside our drive way. We have 2 vehicles 1 a private Car and 
another a Van. 
I feel that this will cause major problems to our way of life. Being 
unable to park my Vehicle outside my premises within view could 
cause big financial repurcussions for myself. If I have to park 
away from home I feel it could become a possible attraction for 
people trying to break in to it to gain access to expensive 
equipment. There is no gain for us with these changes we pay 
our Council Tax and never fail yet it keeps dramatically 
increasing each year now you are trying to impact our lives in 
other ways. We feel this is a failure towards us. 
Parking around The Meads estate is a problem as the 
Council/Estate Builders did not take in to account that mostly 
every family/house will have 2 or more vehicles. 
The only logical solution I can see is to make the unused grass 
verge into a parking layby for vehicles this will then free up more 
space on the road ( there are other parts of the estate where this 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration has been given to the potential impact that 
restrictions could have on residents and their visitors as 
well as the affect that displaced parking could have in 
nearby areas. 
 
As such, the extents of the proposed restrictions have 
been kept to a minimum, to only cover those areas of the 
highway where it is unsuitable to park without contravening 
the Highway Code, reducing visibility or causing an 
obstruction to other road users, including 
pedestrians/cyclists. We would therefore not look to 
reduce the proposed extents. 
 
Drivers would need to ensure that they parked their 
vehicles within an area which is not covered by restrictions 
and where it is safe and legal to do so, without causing an 
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has been done). Or just to put the yellow lines across the 
dropped kerb only which is alot shorter then the proposed lines 
drawing. As the reason for the yellow lines is to free access to 
the path which never gets blocked anyway not to impact the 
immediate family house owners. 
 

obstruction to other road users, including pedestrians. 
 
Concerns about parking issues in this area and the 
request for converting the grass verge will be passed to 
the Assess and Decide Team to investigate further. If 
deemed necessary, advisory keep clear markings could 
be introduced with a view to converting to double yellow 
lines during any future waiting restrictions reviews in this 
area. 
 

Watermore Close  

I am concerned about the knock on effect of the double yellow 
scheme. I agree in principal with all the changes, but this will 
push traffic down my narrow cul de sac. It is going to be difficult 
to get in or out at school times with parents trying to park 
somewhere. 
I am also concerned about the lack of any consultation related to 
double yellows outside of Frampton Garage. This is a very 
dangerous area and the school is not currently full of pupils and 
yet it is difficult to get past all day. I have looked all over the 
plans but notice they have been omitted from this and wonder 
why. 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Consideration has been given to the potential impact that 
restrictions could have on residents and their visitors as 
well as the affect that displaced parking could have in 
nearby areas. 
 
As such, the extents of the proposed restrictions have 
been kept to a minimum, to only cover those areas of the 
highway where it is unsuitable to park without contravening 
the Highway Code, reducing visibility or impacting the free 
movement of traffic. 
 
Drivers would need to ensure that they parked their 
vehicles within an area which is not covered by restrictions 
and where it is safe and legal to do so, without causing an 
obstruction to other road users, including pedestrians.  
 
If a vehicle is parked in a manner that is dangerous / 
obstructive and there are no restrictions, this would be a 
matter for the Police who have the power to tackle such 
problem parking. 
 
The area in which concerns have been raised around 
Frampton Garage is part of another waiting restriction 
review scheme which has already been through the formal 
advertising process.  
 
Details of this scheme can be found using the following 
link 
 
https://consultations.southglos.gov.uk/consult.ti/Watermor
e_WRR/consultationHome 
 

There is a proposal for double Yellow lines to enable unrestricted 
access to Watermore Gardens through the hammerhead. Our 
concern is that there is no provision to keep clear the two 
entrances/exits for the service lane running at the rear of 
properties which provide access to our garages and parking. 
These entrances/Exits are situated between houses 17 -19 and 
41-43 Watermore Close. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
Although the concerns about parking problems in this area 
are understood, we would not look to extend the proposed 
restrictions in this area as part of this scheme. 
 
Consideration needs to be given to the impact displaced 
vehicles will have in nearby areas as well as the impact on 
the ability of local residents to park their vehicles and as 
such, any proposed restrictions are kept to a minimum. 
 
The majority of the proposed restrictions included within 
this waiting restriction review replace existing advisory 
keep clear markings that have previously been installed 
following an assessment on parking problems within this 
area.  
 
Concerns about parking close to this junction will be 
passed to the Assess and Decide Team to investigate 
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further and if deemed necessary, advisory keep clear 
markings could be introduced with a view to converting to 
double yellow lines during any future waiting restrictions 
reviews in this area. 
 
 
 
 

Woodend Road  

I believe that the double yellow lines will restrict the delivery of 
good to the nisa shop. The lorry that delivers will be forced to pull 
up further up or down the road resulting in cages of goods being 
pushed along the road or path. It would be much better if the 
dropped curb was moved further up or down the road away from 
the shop. We need to help and protect local small businesses 
not make it more difficult for them to survive. 

 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The proposed restrictions in this area replace existing 
advisory keep clear lines that indicate areas of the 
highway where it is unsuitable to park without causing an 
obstruction or affecting visibility. 
 
This is a waiting restriction review, aimed at tackling 
parking problems within this area and formalising parking 
restrictions. As such amending the location of pedestrian 
dropped kerbs is beyond the remit of this scheme. 
 

I think double yellow lines should be put outside of 22, 20 and 18 
Woodend Road as it is on a bend, the road narrows, and it 
restricts vision for access to numbers 17 and 19 when coming 
from Badminton Road. 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The area mentioned is outside the boundary of this 
scheme and as such cannot be considered at this time. 
 
This request will be passed to the Assess and Decide 
Engineer for this area to investigate further and if deemed 
necessary could be added to the list of issues to be 
tackled once a review is carried out in the Coalpit Heath 
area. 
 

Woodend road has a shop at 50 Woodend road (nisa) replacing 
white keep clear signs with double yellow lines on the junctions 
near the shop and on the 2 drop kerbs will make it impossible for 
delivery’s , these delivery’s only take minutes and are essential 
to supply the shop , all this would do is force lorry’s to park 
outside of people’s homes further up the road and force delivery 
drivers into a dangerous situation having to push pallets and 
cages down the road as there is no curb on the shop side. There 
has been a shop at number 50 for over 100 years without a 
problem , this proposal would definitely cause one. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
The proposed restrictions in this area replace existing 
advisory keep clear lines that indicate areas of the 
highway where it is unsuitable to park without causing an 
obstruction or affecting visibility. 
 
It is permitted to park on double yellow lines while in the 
process of loading/unloading but vehicles should avoid 
obstructing pedestrian dropped kerbs. 
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Appendix B 

 

Comments received at Consultation via other methods Officer’s response 

Police response  

I understand from the Statement of Reasons that “Funding has been 

prioritised to review the current waiting restrictions in the Frampton 

Cotterell area. 

Following meetings and site visits with the local Councillors, it is 

proposed to modify existing waiting restrictions and introduce new 

waiting restrictions which include: 

No waiting at any time 

Regularisation of School Keep Clear markings 

 

Purpose of the scheme 

The purpose of this scheme is to restrict dangerous areas of parking, 

maintain visibility at accesses and junctions, whilst ensuring that there is 

adequate parking 

provision for residents and visitors accessing the local shops, and 

businesses. The School Keep Clear markings are being included within 

the Legal Order so that these will be enforceable. 

 

Proposed scheme 

It is proposed to introduce no waiting at any time restrictions (double 

yellow lines) to cover junctions/accesses and areas where traffic parking 

can reduce visibility and impact safety, 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).” 

 

Drawing reference: I am aware that a general arrangement of proposed on-

street restrictions is shown on drawing T414-207-07 (attached), which 

covers the whole of the Frampton Cotterell area. I am also aware that the 

proposals are shown in more detail on 5 inset plans, which represent 

smaller areas of the whole scheme, at a larger scale. These are numbered 

 T414-207-08 to 12 (proposed). 

 

Enforcement of waiting restrictions within the South Gloucestershire 

Council area rests with South Glos Parking Services. 

The proposals should meet the aspirations of the Statement of Reasons. 

 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
 

Heather Avenue  

Request yellow lines both ends of Heather Ave. When cars are parked the 

bus has a problem getting around the corners and quite often you are out 

in the middle of the road overtaking parked cars and then a bus comes 

around. Can be real problem. 
 

Thanks for your comments. 
 
In response to comments received 
during the informal consultation 
process, no waiting at any time 
restrictions (double yellow lines) are 
to be proposed at the junction of 
Heather Avenue/Park Lane and will 
be passed to the Council Legal Team 
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to be formally advertised. 
 
The extents of the proposed 
restrictions in this location are shown 
in Appendix C. 
 
Restrictions have already been 
proposed at the junction with 
Beesmoor Road and the roundabout 
junction with Wylington Road. These 
proposed restrictions will be formally 
advertised with no further 
amendments. 
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Appendix C 

 
 
Proposed additional no waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) at the junction of Frome 
View and Park Lane 

 

 
 
 
Proposed additional no waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) at the junction of Heather 
Avenue and Park Lane (circled) 
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Proposed additional no waiting at any time restrictions (double yellow lines) at the junction of Ridings 
Road and Beesmoor Road (circled) 
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