
APPENDIX A 
 
 
Ref Road Objection/ 

Support 
Comments Officers Response 

R1 Castle Lane Objection Objects for the following reasons: 
 
• Does not believe the proposed extension of the double 
yellow line restriction from the junction of Bournemouth 
Road is required.  Never seen more than 2/3 cars waiting 
to pass parked cars.  They slow traffic down. Residents of 
Castle Wood will have to park further along Castle Lane 
exasperating the current parking problem or meaning 
they cannot park at all.  
 
• The exclusion of restrictions outside property numbers 
2, 4 & 6, would exasperate parking problems.  We have 
cars continually parked outside our properties. This 
makes it very hard to exit our properties safely, difficult to 
see past the parked cars to see if it is clear to enter the 
road.  Believes the no waiting restriction should extend 
the whole stretch of road or the whole road should be 
unrestricted. 

The no waiting Monday-Friday 10am-11am and 2pm-3pm restriction is 
proposed in order to prevent all-day parking by employees of local 
businesses, which results in long stretches of parked vehicles on both 
sides of Castle Lane.  
 
With regards to section of Castle Lane where no restrictions are 
proposed, this is intended to provide a small area where vehicles can 
park unrestricted.  Some of the residential properties near the junction of 
Bournemouth Road have limited off-street parking and raised objections 
during previous consultations undertaken for proposed waiting 
restrictions on Castle Lane.  Their grounds for objection related to lack 
of parking and justification for the restrictions.  Requests for the double 
yellow lines from the Bournemouth Road junction to be extended 
continue to be received due to safety concerns and therefore have been 
proposed as part of the scheme to deal with commuter parking.   

The unrestricted area will provide parking space for a small number of 
vehicles and whilst it is acknowledged that parked cars can make it 
harder to exit properties, it is not believed that the proposals would 
worsen the current situation for these residents.  Rather than there 
being a long line of parked vehicles there would be the occasional 
vehicle parked to the west and opposite, on the single yellow line.  In the 
unrestricted section there would be up to three parked vehicles meaning 
that the visibility splay from these properties would be improved. 

Visibility splays of 43 metres can be achieved from the properties 
affected, albeit with some obstruction by parked vehicles.  This accords 
with guidance set out in Manual for Streets and Manual for Streets 2.   
Advice provided on obstacles to visibility splays in built-up areas is that 
in practice it does not create significant problems.  It is possible to exit 
carefully from the affected properties in Castle Lane until oncoming 
traffic can be seen.  Furthermore if the proposed waiting restrictions are 
implemented the envelope of visibility would be improved by removing 
some of the existing parked vehicles. 
 
The proposed extension of the double yellow line restriction on Castle 
Lane from its junction with Bournemouth Road was advertised following 
requests from members of the public and local Members.    

R2 Castle Lane Objection –
petition from 
two 
properties 

As above. See above response (R1). 



Ref Road Objection/ 
Support 

Comments Officers Response

R3 Castle Lane objection Objects to double yellow lines along large sections of 
Castle Lane as it would be inconvenient. (Not opposed to 
timed restrictions Monday-Friday). Believes safety 
concerns are not corroborated and that residents should 
not be penalised for the lack of parking at local 
businesses.  The proposed will move parking rather than 
address the problem.  

The no waiting at any time restriction from the brow of the hill west 
towards the borough boundary was proposed for road safety reasons.  
When travelling uphill towards the Bournemouth Road junction forward 
visibility is limited.  The introduction of no waiting at any time along this 
stretch of the road would reduce the likelihood of conflict with oncoming 
traffic because vehicles will remain on the correct side of the road. 
  
The proposed waiting restrictions have been proposed across a large 
area in order to prevent displacement of parked vehicles to surrounding 
roads. 

R4 Castle Lane objection Objects to proposals.  Believe they are not justified and 
would be a major inconvenience for residents, visitors & 
trades people. A number of houses only have 1 parking 
space on their drive or none at all, so would be unfair. 
Putting in restrictions would simply move & exacerbate 
parking problems. 

Inconvenience noted.  The waiting restrictions are proposed following 
complaints from members of the public and locally elected members of 
the council. The double yellow lines are proposed on the brow of the hill 
and at the junction with Castle Lane in order to improve road 
safety/traffic flow and the single yellow line restriction is proposed in 
order to prevent all-day parking. 

R5 Castle Lane objection Objects to proposals and is strongly opposed to the 'no 
waiting at any time' proposed on Castle Lane. More 
parking should be provided on the business parks. Some 
residents of Valley Park would welcome a bus service. 

Objection noted.   This Council works with local employers to promote 
sustainable travel amongst their staff as far as staff and resources allow.  
Many companies have invested heavily in terms of staff resource, as 
well as financially, in order to promote their sustainable travel plans and 
provide alternative travel options.  They also actively discourage parking 
in the residential area.  It should be noted however that taxed vehicles 
with a valid MOT that are parked safely on publically maintained 
highway are not acting illegally.  The largest employers are conscious of 
parking and travel issues affecting the local area, and do have (and 
implement) travel plans aimed at reducing single occupancy car 
commuting. Some of the employers rent additional car parking spaces 
off-site, e.g. at neighbouring offices and retail site car parks, to increase 
their parking provision.  We also know that they do have (and enforce) 
parking policies for their sites.  Some also operate park and ride shuttles 
to/from remote parking, primarily from Eastleigh Football Club at their 
own cost, however capacity at Eastleigh Football Club is currently 
limited.  

R6 Castle Lane Support Would have liked Saturday included. On the whole 
supportive of the scheme. 

This TRO is proposed in order to deal with the problems associated with 
commuter parking, which is greater during the week.  Saturday was not 
included because it is likely to have been considered unnecessarily 
restrictive on residents.   

R7 Castle Lane Support None Support is acknowledged 
R8 Castle Lane Support Complete support.  Concerned about safety when exiting 

driveway as impossible to see if any traffic is coming, due 
to vehicles being parked either side of driveway. Once off 
the drive, often left stranded in the middle of the road with 
nowhere to go, due the backed-up traffic in both 
directions. Castle Lane/Bournemouth Rd junction which is 
extremely dangerous. Would also urge you to look at 
restricting parking all the way along Castle Lane past our 
house.  

Support is acknowledged.  
With regard to the request for further restrictions see response R1 
above. 



Ref Road Objection/ 
Support 

Comments Officers Response

R9 Castle Lane Support Supports the proposed TRO as it will help prevent 
commuter parking along Castle Lane. On-street parking 
regularly causes obstruction to the free flow of traffic 
along the road, and causes potential hazards when 
exiting driveways, particularly given the speed of traffic 
coming over the brow of the hill towards the Bournemouth 
Road. 

Support and comments acknowledged. 

R10 Castle Lane support We support these plans whole heartedly. Many times 
lorries haven’t been able to get through.  A fire engine 
may not be able to get through either. These cars are 
causing me and my family anxiety and they have no 
respect for safety issues. 

Support and comments acknowledged 

R11 Castle Lane support Support.  Finding it dangerous existing our drives with the 
numerous parked cars obstructing our view along Castle 
Lane.  Despite the white lane painted at the end of the 
drive, cars still are still parking & encroaching either end 
of this line. 

Support and comments acknowledged 

R12 Castle Lane support Broadly agrees with proposed plans. Concerned about 
the area around the traffic lights at the junction between 
Castle Lane & Bournemouth Road area, feel double 
yellow lines should be extended further. 

Support and request for double yellow lines to be further extended. 

R13 Castle Lane support with 
amendments 

Allowing parking on the south side of Castle Lane will 
force traffic to travel downhill at speed on the wrong side 
of the road where there is clearly a hazard. 

It is considered that the proposed double yellow lines will improve road 
safety. The effectiveness of the restrictions will be monitored and can be 
revised if necessary. 

R14 Castle Lane support with 
amendments 

No parking at any time is too harsh and suggest restricted 
parking e.g 2 hrs wait no return.  This would enable 
deliveries to be made, trades people and visitor parking. 

The no waiting at any time restrictions are proposed for safety reasons 
see R3 above. 
 
Trades persons can apply for a dispensation to park through our 
customer service centre.  They would need to complete an application 
form with the details, times and dates of their visit and Parking Services 
will consider the application. 

R15 Castle Lane support with 
amendments 

Do not support the proposal for no parking at any time on 
Castle Lane outside of our house. We do however 
strongly support the extension down the whole street of 
Castle Lane to no waiting Mon-Fri 10-11 & 2-3. The 
problem with cars driving down the hill at speed on the 
wrong side will not be stopped with yellow lines. The best 
way to stop this is to remove the build out. 

The waiting restrictions are proposed in order remove hazards caused 
by parked vehicles where visibility in reduced.  Concern about the 
buildout has been logged and the situation will be monitored. 

R16 Castle Lane support with 
amendments 

Trades persons need to park on this road.  Some merit in 
having double yellow lines from Burley Down uphill (east) 
to the chicane to improve the view. The 10-11 & 14-15 
restriction is adequate. Residents only parking restrictions 
would also work well. 

Support acknowledged. 
 
Unfortunately it is not feasible to introduce such a scheme in Castle 
Lane or its surrounding roads because the majority of properties have 
off-street parking. Eastleigh Borough Council has delegated residents 
parking matters to Area Committees, which have to meet the full costs 
of implementing, maintaining and administering permit schemes. Very 
few, if any, residents would need to purchase a permit to park on-street 
making the scheme financially unviable.  
 



Ref Road Objection/ 
Support 

Comments Officers Response

The following extract is taken from Hampshire County Council’s Traffic 
Management Policy and Guidance 2014 and supports our approach: 
‘Residents’ parking schemes will only be provided if most residents have 
little or no off-street parking space and if residents’ difficulty in finding a 
space to park is caused by the parking of non-residents vehicles.  In 
situations where a road is being used as long stay parking by 
commuters, for example, but most residents have off-street parking, a 
single yellow line restriction preventing parking for part of the day will be 
more appropriate if a need for restricting parking has been identified.’ 
 
See response R14 regarding trades persons. 

R17 Castle Lane - 
Castlewood 
end 

objection Objects to the extension of existing waiting restriction on 
the south side of Castle Lane. Does not accept it is 
required to improve traffic flows. A parking permit scheme 
would ensure that residents & visitors can park. 
Extending the double yellow lines would increase speed 
of cars and cause safety issues. 

Extension of the existing waiting restrictions on Castle Lane at its 
junction with Bournemouth Road is proposed in order to improve traffic 
flow and safety at the junction.  During peak hours, when there is also a 
queue of traffic waiting at the lights to exit Castle Lane, vehicles parked 
near the junction on the south side of Castle Lane can obstruct traffic 
entering Castle Lane from Bournemouth Road. 
 
Long lengths of waiting restriction can increase vehicle speeds. 
However it is unlikely that the proposed extension at the junction will 
impact significantly as it is a small length. Additionally there will be 
occasional parked vehicles along Castle Lane during most of the day. 
 
See above response R16 regarding residents permits. 
 

R18 Conway 
Close 

Objection Will cause problems when family and friends visit.  Our 
daughter will have nowhere to park.  Other residents do 
not have driveways or garages and park on the road.  Will 
affect property prices. Currently do not have a problem 
with office workers parking.  The Police have powers to 
move on vehicles parked dangerously, which is how it 
should be.  The proposal breaches obligations to respect 
for privacy and respect for family life under the Human 
Rights Act. Evidence requested with regard to necessity 
and proportionality of the scheme. 

Issues surrounding lack of parking and the difficulties this may cause to 
residents in Conway Close should be noted.  The Police do have 
powers to move on dangerously parked vehicles however where there is 
a known parking problem it can be more effective and efficient for the 
Council to introduce waiting restrictions to tackle the problem.  
 
It is not possible to introduce a residents permit scheme at this location 
because the majority of properties have off-street parking. As such it 
would be contrary to policy and further would not be financially viable for 
the council to implement, because very few individuals would choose to 
purchase a permit to park on-street. Hampshire County Council’s Traffic 
Management Policy and Guidance 2014 - ‘Residents’ parking schemes 
will only be provided if most residents have little or no off-street parking 
space and if residents’ difficulty in finding a space to park is caused by 
the parking of non-residents vehicles.  In situations where a road is 
being used as long stay parking by commuters, for example, but most 
residents have off-street parking, a single yellow line restriction 
preventing parking for part of the day will be more appropriate if a need 
for restricting parking has been identified.’ 
 
With regard to the suggestion that the proposal may be in breach of the 
Human Rights Act, it should be pointed out that case law supports that 
traffic regulation is not in-and-of-itself a contravention of the Article 8 



Ref Road Objection/ 
Support 

Comments Officers Response

right to respect for private and family life.  Further, it can be confirmed 
that the proposed waiting restrictions have arisen following numerous 
complaints by residents over a number of years.  Complaints have been 
received regarding day-long parking by non-residents causing 
inconvenience, obstruction as well as safety concerns.   
 
Traffic Regulation Orders have to be made lawfully and in accordance 
with the Local Authorities Traffic Orders (Procedures) (England and 
Wales) Regulations 1996.  This Statutory Instrument sets out the 
procedure for making Traffic Orders and provides all individuals with the 
opportunity to object and for all representations to be considered prior to 
making a decision on whether or not to proceed with the proposed 
order. 

R19 Conway 
Close  

objection Level of commuter parking is minimal, constituting 1 car 
at the most, if lines are added to the close 50% of the 
residents will affected. 

Noted. Restrictions are proposed across the whole estate in partnership 
with Test Valley Borough Council.  Whilst the number of parked vehicles 
may be considered minimal there have been a number of supporting 
representations received. It should also be highlighted that if Conway 
Close is excluded from the proposed restrictions it would likely end up 
accommodating vehicles currently parked elsewhere on the estate. 

R20 Conway 
Close 

Support Complete agreement with the proposed parking 
restrictions. Will reduce access problems and return 
pavement areas to the purpose for which they were 
installed.  

Support acknowledged. 

R21 Conway 
Close 

Support I confirm my approval for the proposed valley park 
parking changes. 

Support acknowledged. 

R22 Conway 
Close 

Support I fully support the plans as the estate. It is used by 
employees of businesses on the business park to park 
instead of using the parking provided by their employers. 

Support acknowledged. 

R23 Conway 
Close 

Support I support the changes to prevent employees from 
constantly parking on our residential streets. Too many 
cars and lorries park half on our pathways and blocking 
our access to our homes. Congestion is totally awful at 
peak times.  

Support acknowledged. 

R24 Conway 
Close & 
Montgomery 
Way 

support We confirm our support for the proposal relating to 
Conway Close & Montgomery Way. 

 Support acknowledged. 

R25 Donnington 
Drive 

objection Concerned as to where residents are supposed to put 
their cars during the two 1 hour periods where no parking 
is allowed. Visitors will be at risk of receiving a parking 
ticket. Allowances should be made to prevent residents 
from being penalised. 

The current proposal does not include any areas of public highway 
where vehicles can be parked on the highway.  The alternative would be 
to ask a neighbour if it would be possible to use their drive.  Because it 
is intended to implement the restrictions as a ‘zone’ (to remove the 
necessity for repeater signs). Within a zone all areas of highway must 
be restricted. 
 
It is not possible to introduce a residents permit scheme at this location 
because the majority of properties have off-street parking. As such it 
would be contrary to policy and further would not be financially viable for 



Ref Road Objection/ 
Support 

Comments Officers Response

the council to implement, because very few individuals would choose to 
purchase a permit to park on-street. Hampshire County Council’s Traffic 
Management Policy and Guidance 2014 - ‘Residents’ parking schemes 
will only be provided if most residents have little or no off-street parking 
space and if residents’ difficulty in finding a space to park is caused by 
the parking of non-residents vehicles.  In situations where a road is 
being used as long stay parking by commuters, for example, but most 
residents have off-street parking, a single yellow line restriction 
preventing parking for part of the day will be more appropriate if a need 
for restricting parking has been identified.’ 

R26 Donnington 
Drive 

Support Fully support the traffic regulation proposals.  The 
enjoyment of living in the location is detracted from by the 
inconsiderate parking by non-residents. Vehicles are 
often left near/on junctions, close to driveways and 
around bends. This makes access problematic, 
dangerous and creates bottle necks. Traffic is often 
limited to single file along parts of Montgomery way and 
Donnington Drive. 
 

 Support acknowledged 

R27 Donnington 
Drive 

support 100% agree with suggested parking restrictions Support acknowledged 

R28 Donnington 
Drive, 
Montgomery 
Way 

support with 
amendments 

I approve of the proposals. However the corner of 
Donnington Drive should be double yellow lines to stop 
parking on a blind corner. 

Support acknowledged.  Double yellow lines are proposed on the 
junction of Donnington Drive and Montgomery Way. The section 
referred to may be in Test Valley and will be passed to them for 
consideration. 

R29 Donnington 
Drive, 
Montgomery 
Way & Castle 
Lane 

sup Fully agree with what is proposed  Support acknowledged 

R30 Guildford 
Drive, 
Montgomery 
Way, 
Donnington 
Drive 

support Supports the traffic regulation order because the roads 
are too narrow in some areas. 

 Support acknowledged 

R31 Guildford 
Drive, 
Montgomery 
Way 

object Objects on grounds that the limitation on parking on 
weekdays could cause problems when all vehicles are 
parked at home. Perhaps an alternative could be free 
parking permits for residents. 

Inconvenience noted. 
 
It is not possible to introduce a residents permit scheme at this location 
because the majority of properties have off-street parking. As such it 
would be contrary to policy and further would not be financially viable for 
the council to implement, because very few individuals would choose to 
purchase a permit to park on-street. Hampshire County Council’s Traffic 



Ref Road Objection/ 
Support 

Comments Officers Response

Management Policy and Guidance 2014 - ‘Residents’ parking schemes 
will only be provided if most residents have little or no off-street parking 
space and if residents’ difficulty in finding a space to park is caused by 
the parking of non-residents vehicles.  In situations where a road is 
being used as long stay parking by commuters, for example, but most 
residents have off-street parking, a single yellow line restriction 
preventing parking for part of the day will be more appropriate if a need 
for restricting parking has been identified.’ 

R32 Guildford 
Drive, 
Montgomery 
Way 

Support Fully supports TRO.  Requests that the section of 
proposed single yellow line on Montgomery Way between 
Templars Way and Odiham Close is changed to "No 
waiting at any time".  Requests that the time restriction be 
increased to two hours i.e. 9am-11am and 1pm-3pm.  
Also requests Test Valley BC installs physical measure at 
the entrance to Montgomery Way to prevent U turns 
being made. 

Support acknowledged.   
 
It is considered that the proposed one hour restriction in the morning 
and one hour restriction in the afternoon is sufficient in order to prevent 
day-long parking.  The operational times of the restriction could be 
lengthened but it would be more restrictive on residents and would also 
be inconsistent with the rest of Valley Park (in Test Valley). 
 
Test Valley has been made aware of the request for a physical measure 
to prevent turning in the mouth of the junction. 

R33 Guildford 
Drive, 
Montgomery 
Way 

Support Proposed solution will prevent employees of local 
businesses parking outside our driveway and in the 
mouth of the road which cause obstruction, potential 
safety issues, and visibility problems. 

 Support acknowledged. 

R34 Guildford 
Drive, 
Montgomery 
Way  

support Supports the proposals. Completely fed up with 
inconsiderate parking by employees of local business. 
Concerned about emergency access due to parked cars. 

 Support acknowledged. 

R35 Guildford 
Drive, 
Montgomery 
Way, 
Donnington 
Drive 

Object There is not enough off-street parking for the residents let 
alone visitors, including the larger houses around 
Guildford Drive and Montgomery Way. The proposed will 
be an inconvenience for the residents and their visitors. 
Asks what visitors should do for the hour between 10 to 
11 and 2 to 3? Suggests reducing the restriction to one 
slot, but that does not solve the problem. Also concerned 
about parking for trades persons. States that the 
restrictions will cause more problems for the residents 
than it solves. 

 Inconvenience noted.   
 
The proposed restriction could be amended so that it is in force for just 
one hour of the day, however this would permit a significant length of 
stay and may not deal with the problem of commuter parking. 
 
Trades persons can apply for a dispensation to park through our 
customer service centre.  They would need to complete an application 
form with the details, times and dates of their visit and Parking Services 
will consider the application. 

R36 Guildford 
Drive 

Object The restrictions will be too onerous, parking problem is 
not serious yet, however believes something should be 
done due to restrictions in surrounding roads which will 
make Guildford Drive worse. Objection is that resident or 
visitor parking will be significantly impacted. Surely a 
better alternative would be to issue each household with 
permits?  

The Chandlers Ford and Hiltingbury Local Area Committee prioritised 
the progression of the Traffic Regulation Order following a number of 
complaints from residents and locally elected members about all-day 
parking causing obstruction and safety issues.   
 
It is not possible to introduce a residents permit scheme at this location 
because the majority of properties have off-street parking. As such it 



Ref Road Objection/ 
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would be contrary to policy and further would not be financially viable for 
the council to implement, because very few individuals would choose to 
purchase a permit to park on-street. Hampshire County Council’s Traffic 
Management Policy and Guidance 2014 - ‘Residents’ parking schemes 
will only be provided if most residents have little or no off-street parking 
space and if residents’ difficulty in finding a space to park is caused by 
the parking of non-residents vehicles.  In situations where a road is 
being used as long stay parking by commuters, for example, but most 
residents have off-street parking, a single yellow line restriction 
preventing parking for part of the day will be more appropriate if a need 
for restricting parking has been identified.’ 

R37 Guildford 
Drive 

Object Proposals for parking restrictions will be too restrictive for 
residents and their visitors -where will they park?  A 
single 1 hour restriction in the afternoon should deter all 
day parking, but have less of an impact on guests. 
Although most driveways in Guildford drive have space to 
park 2 cars, these may already be taken by residents. If 
there are no lines / restrictions on the road spanning the 
driveway, there would be an opportunity for visitors to 
park there. Blocking in cars on the drive would not be an 
issue, as they would be guests of the resident, and it is 
not likely an office worker would leave their car parked 
across a driveway all day. 

The proposed no waiting includes an hour in the morning and in the 
afternoon in order to prevent all-day parking. If the morning restriction 
was not implemented it is likely that employees of local businesses 
would continue to park in the area. 7am-2pm for example would provide 
7 hours parking. 
  
It would not be possible to omit the restriction across driveways if the 
scheme is implemented as a zone because all areas of highway within 
the zone must be covered by a restriction.  If we were to implement 
using the traditional approach of single yellow lines and repeater signs it 
would be possible however this is not recommended for the following 
reasons; it makes the Traffic Regulation Order extremely complex to 
write and enforce and it also means additional repeater signs would be 
required.  A sign would need to be present on each section of yellow 
line and in accordance with the distances set out in the relevant Traffic 
Sign Chapter.  This is more likely to result in signs being positioned 
outside property windows. 

R38 Guildford 
Drive 

Objection Objects because local residents will suffer when the 
employer has not made proper adaptation of the site for 
staff parking. 
 
I would like to carry on as things are but have more 
pressure put on the employers to stress to their staff that 
they are not to park in residential areas, use the park and 
ride and provide more parking. 

See response R5 above. 

R39 Guildford 
Drive 

objection Does not want yellow lines as it will have a desecrating 
effect on the area. Mandatory notices would be a much 
preferred option. There is a pedestrian/cycle crossing 
across Montgomery Way. There is no warning about the 
possibility of traffic.  

With regards to the visual impact, it is intended that the restrictions 
within the valley park estate, if implemented, will be a zone. This will 
remove the requirement for repeater signs however zone entry signs 
and single yellow lines will be required (as set out in Traffic Signs 
Manual Chapter 3) as this acts as a prompt to road users that 
restrictions are present in the road. 
 
In light of the concern raised about the shared use cycleway/footway 
new markings will be provided to highlight the presence of the cycleway 
and re-inforce the need for cyclists to give way.   



Ref Road Objection/ 
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R40 Guildford 
Drive 

support with 
amendment 

Support with permits for visitors /tradesmen.   Trades persons –see response R14. 
 
Residents permits – see response R16 

R41 Guildford 
Drive 

support with 
amendment 

Support the proposal in principle however parking permits 
for residents must be provided so that Tradesmen & 
guests can park outside the house.  

Trades persons and nurses can apply for a dispensation to park through 
Parking Services Team / website.  They would need to complete an 
application form with the details, times and dates of their visit and 
Parking Services would consider the application. 
 
Residents permit scheme – see R16  

R42 Mongomery 
Way 

Objection Objects to no waiting at any time in Montgomery Way 
south of the footpath/cycleway.  Supports the general 
intent. Will hinder access by our friends and family. 
Would prefer limited no waiting times as for the north end 
of Montgomery way? Alternatively introduce a parking 
permit system? Suggest 20mph speed limit to address 
safety issues. You should also be considering give way 
lines across Donnington Drive at its junction with 
Montgomery Way. Similarly the footpath/cycleway should 
have give way markings and/or signs. 

A request was received for the proposed double yellow lines be 
extended north past the cycleway for safety reasons.  It should be noted 
that if the length of the proposed restriction was reduced it would likely 
to result in a zone entry sign being positioned outside of one of the 
property windows. 
 
Residents permit –see R16 
 
Whilst it is important that we improve road safety and quality of life, we 
must also ensure we invest our limited resources in the most effective 
measures which develop good value for money. The County Council 
has therefore developed a programme of 20 mph pilot schemes in a 
number of residential areas so that their effectiveness and the level of 
support from local communities can be assessed. Further use of 20 mph 
limits will be considered once the effectiveness and support for the pilot 
schemes has been established. 
 
In light of the concern raised about the shared use cycleway/footway 
new markings will be provided to highlight the presence of the cycleway 
and re-inforce the need for cyclists to give way.   

R43 Montgomery 
Way 

objection Objects to the 'no waiting at any time' restriction due to 
being unable to park outside their property. A residents 
parking permit scheme would be more appropriate. 

Objection noted. 
 
Residents permit –see R16 

R44 Montgomery 
Way 

support Continue the one hour restricted parking the full length of 
Montgomery Way. 

Noted 

R45 Montgomery 
Way 

support Continue the 1 hour restricted parking the full length of 
Montgomery Way.  

Noted 

R46 Montgomery 
Way 

support Supports proposed restrictions.  Request for restrictions 
to prevent cars parking on the verge on the Bournemouth 
Road between ASDA and the motorway Island. Request 
for residents parking passes to allow visitors, believes 
that failure to provide these will have a detrimental effect 
on ratepayers and may lead some to object. 

Test Valley Borough Council will be implementing no waiting at any time 
restrictions along Bournemouth Road / Winchester Road.  Restrictions 
apply from the centre line to the edge if highway and will therefore 
prevent parking on the verge. 
 
Residents permit –see R16 



Ref Road Objection/ 
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R47 Montgomery 
Way and 
surrounding 
roads 

Support This will still allow residents’ visitors to park on the road if 
necessary at most times of the day, whilst preventing 
workers using it as their car park. It addresses safety 
issues. However, the ‘No waiting at any time’ restriction 
on Montgomery Way between Donnington Drive and the 
walk-way (2 houses effected on each side of road) is 
unnecessary from a safety angle. I believe that this small 
stretch of road should have restricted parking instead, 
similar to that proposed from the walkway to the top of 
Montgomery Way and throughout Guildford Drive. 

Support is acknowledged.   
 
A request was made for the proposed double yellow lines be extended 
north past the cycleway for safety reasons.  It should also be noted that 
if the length of the proposed restriction was reduced it would likely to 
result in a zone entry sign being positioned outside of one of the 
property windows. 
 

R48 Templars 
Way 

Neutral Is it possible to consider adding bus top clearways to the 
bus stops on Templars Way between Montgomery Way 
and Lulworth Close. The proposed changes in the wider 
area may result in these two lay-bys being inappropriately 
used. 

If the proposed waiting restrictions are implemented as advertised the 
bus stop clearway markings will be introduced. 

R49 Velmore 
Road 

Objection Objects because there is little parking during the day 
which does not hinder access or cause safety issues. The 
proposal would prevent parking outside their house 
during the day. This will be an inconvenience. Window 
cleaner, deliveries etc. will all be affected.  

The inconvenience that the proposal will cause to this resident is noted. 
 
The reason for the proposed no waiting is to prevent day-long parking.  
During the informal consultation stage concern was raised that vehicles 
currently parked within surrounding roads, which are subject to 
proposed waiting restrictions, will be displaced to Velmore Road.  
 
Whilst there may be limited problem currently in Velmore Road any 
displaced parking is likely to move to Velmore Road and therefore it was 
incorporated into the proposals.   
 
Loading and unloading is permitted on no waiting restrictions and 
therefore deliveries to properties will be unaffected.   
 
Trades persons can apply for a dispensation to park through our 
customer service centre.  They would need to complete an application 
form with the details, times and dates of their visit and Parking Services 
will consider the application. 

R50 Velmore 
Road 

Objection Objects because occasionally parks on-street. If 
restrictions are put in place would need to move cars 
about to gain access to the garage. Concerned about car 
engine starting/stopping not being good for the 
environment. Questions the reason for the proposal. 

See above response. 



Ref Road Objection/ 
Support 

Comments Officers Response

R51 Velmore 
Road 

Objection Objects to the proposed ‘no waiting Monday to Friday 
10am-11am and 2pm-3pm’ restrictions on the following 
grounds:   
Velmore Road is wide and residents have ample off-road 
parking. It is a sensible place for people to park whilst 
they are at work. If you restrict their ability to park you will 
a) shift the problem to other roads in the area, many of 
which are narrower, and without off-road 
parking for residents, and/or b) force workers to park in 
the limited work-place car parks close to the Asda 
roundabout, which will add to the existing rush-hour traffic 
congestion in this area.  
The people who park on our road do not restrict access 
or stop residents from being able to park close to their 
own properties. There is no reason to implement this 
restriction and I strongly object to its introduction.  
For completeness, I DO SUPPORT the plan to 'Revoke 
the Prohibition of Driving (Except for Access) restriction in 
Velmore Road' for the same reasons as stated above. 

 Acknowledged. 

R52 Velmore 
Road 

Objection I object to not being allowed to park outside my own 
home. 

 Acknowledged 

R53 Velmore 
Road 

Objection The proposed will severely limit visitors to our property. 
We would prefer that the current 'prohibition of driving' 
restriction was properly enforced by the police. However 
it goes ahead we strongly request residents permits. 

The Police have powers to enforce Prohibition of Driving Orders.  
Unfortunately the restriction is time consuming and resource intensive to 
enforce and decisions have to be made about how their budgets are 
spent.  
 
Hampshire Constabulary is concerned about the enforcement burden of 
the Prohibition of Driving Order and has requested that those in the area 
are revoked and replaced with waiting restrictions. It is their view and 
the Councils that drivers have a better understanding of, and are more 
likely to comply with, waiting restrictions compared to Prohibition of 
Driving Orders. 
  
Residents permit – see R16  

R54 Velmore 
Road 

Objection We strongly object to the proposal to restrict the hours of 
parking outside our property. 

Acknowledged 

R55 Velmore 
Road 

Objection Strongly objects to the proposed no waiting restriction. Acknowledged 

R56 Velmore 
Road 

objection Totally opposed to the proposal. It means family & guests 
cannot park outside my house, nor can tradesmen. 
Company's should supply their staff with adequate 
parking. 

Trades persons –see R14 
 
Company travel plans – see R5 



Ref Road Objection/ 
Support 

Comments Officers Response

R57 Velmore 
Road 

objection The proposal to remove the Access Only and instate very 
limited parking restrictions for week days is inadequate. 
Further it introduces a restriction on householders parking 
outside their own homes.  Access Only (even though un-
enforced at this time) and limited parking (preferably 
without restriction for residents) is the absolute minimum 
that may improve the situation. Leaving the Access Only 
in place with no limited parking is not acceptable because 
of the changes in Test Valley area.  Also limited parking 
on its own is not acceptable as it does not fully address 
the issues. 

It is not suitable to introduce waiting restrictions as well as have the 
current Prohibition of Driving Order in place because it would be 
confusing to motorists. In addition it places an enforcement burden on 
the Police. See response R53 above 
 
 

R58 Velmore 
Road 

objection Objects on grounds that it will create parking problems 
where there are currently none. Concerned about where 
visitors/tradesmen will park. 

Unfortunately there are no exceptions for visitors.  Trades persons can 
apply for a dispensation to park see R14. 

R59 Velmore 
Road 
primarily 

Objection The order has 3 sections so my comments in the same 
order:  
1. I support on the assumption this is for safety reasons. 
2. I object. The reason for restricting the parking is clearly 
to stop employees of local businesses using the roads to 
park. My objections are:  
i) These employees have to park somewhere; this order 
is simply moving the problem elsewhere. 
ii) The roads in question are wide enough to support safe 
parking, I have yet to witness any dangerous parking. 
iii) Are weekday visitors seriously expected to move their 
car (where to?) between 10-11 and 2-3 Monday to 
Friday? 
3. I support - The restriction should never have been 
introduced in the first place. 
 
In summary I suspect this whole order is just an over-
reaction to the some complaints. 

Support for double yellow lines to deal with safety concerns is noted.   
 
Objection to the no waiting Monday to Friday 10-11 and 2-3 is accepted. 
 
Support for the revocation of the Prohibition of Driving Order is noted. 
 

R60 Velmore 
Road 

Support with 
amendments 

Hampshire police rarely enforce the access only. Would 
prefer this restriction is enforced however as this is not 
the case I would reluctantly agree to the proposed waiting 
restrictions. However request parking permits asap to 
minimise the impact on residents and visitors. 

Residents permits - see response R16 

R61 Velmore 
Road 

Support with 
amendments 

Proposal is not ideal as has potential to penalise 
residents.  However as Police do not enforce the access 
only restriction this appears to be the only option to 
prevent chaotic parking and accident potential. Request 
residents have parking permits asap to minimise impact. 
Request for double yellow liens to be extended at 
junction with Bournemouth Road as it is extremely 
dangerous. 

Residents permits – see R16 
 
The request for extension of the double yellow lines at the junction of 
Velmore Road and Bournemouth Road has been added to file. 

 


