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HEDGE END, WEST END AND BOTLEY LOCAL AREA COMMITTEE 

Monday 9 January 2017 

VARIOUS ON STREET PARKING RESTRICTIONS 

Report of the Head of Transportation and Engineering 

 

RECOMMENDATIONS 

It is recommended that: 
 
(1) Restrictions in Church Lane should be implemented in accordance with the 

advertised TRO, as shown on drawing no. TM01/01699/004(3). 
 

(2) Restrictions in Cobbett Way / Brook Lane be implemented in accordance with 
the advertised TRO, as shown on drawing no. TM01/01699/007 
 

(3) Restrictions in Cudworth Mead be implemented in accordance with the 
advertised TRO as shown on drawing no. TM01/01699/005 and that the 
location be monitored following implementation.  
 

(4) Restrictions in Garratt Close should be implemented in accordance with the 
advertised TRO, as shown in drawing no. TM01/01699/003. 

(5) Restrictions in Hobb Lane/Lower Northam Road should be implemented in 
accordance with the advertised TRO, as shown in drawing nos. 
TM01/01699/008/1 and TM01/01699/008/2.  

(6) Restrictions in Lower Northam Road should be implemented in accordance 
with the advertised TRO, as shown in drawing no. TM01/01699/012. 

(7) In light of objections received, restrictions in St Johns Road should be  
implemented as shown on the amended drawing no. TM01/01699/009A.   

(8) That the decision on the implementation of waiting restrictions in Turnpike 
Way be deferred until the outcome of the parking review is known. 

(9) Restrictions in Upper St Helen’s Road / Lyons Place should be implemented 
in accordance with the advertised TRO, as shown in drawing no. 
TM01/01699/006 and the situation should continue to be monitored to assess 
the impact and whether additional restrictions are required in the future.  

(10) In light of objections received, restrictions in West Road should be 
implemented as shown on the amended drawing no. TM01/01699/002A. 
 

(11) Restrictions in Whites Way should be implemented in accordance with the 
advertised TRO as shown on drawing no. TM01/01699/011  

(12) In light of objections, restrictions in Winchester Street should be 
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implemented as shown on the amended drawing no. TM01/01699/001A.  

 

Summary 
 
New, and amendments to existing waiting restrictions have been proposed in various 
locations across the Hedge End, West End and Botley area.  During the advertisement of 
the proposed Traffic Regulation Order. Objections were received to proposals in some 
locations. This report summarises the responses received and recommends how to 
proceed with the proposals. 

Statutory Powers 
 
Section 42 Highways Act 1980; Agreement dated 30 March 2009 between 
Hampshire County Council and Eastleigh Borough Council by virtue of Section 19 of 
the Local Government Act 2000 and the Local Authorities (Arrangements and 
Discharge of Functions) (England) Regulations 2000 and by virtue of Section 1 of the 
Local Authorities (Goods and Services) Act 1970; Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984; 
Traffic Management Act 2004. 

 
Introduction 

1. Various roads have been investigated in response to reported and/or known 
parking problems. A Traffic Regulation Order (TRO) for parking restrictions 
has been progressed as prioritised by the Hedge End, West End and Botley 
Local Area Committee. 

2. The following roads were included in the TRO for investigation:- 

 Brook Lane/Cobbett Way 

 Church Lane 

 Garratt Close 

 Hobb Lane 

 Lower Northam Road 

 St John’s Road 

 Turnpike Way 

 Upper St Helen’s Road / 
Lyons Place 

 West Road 

 Whites Way 

 Winchester Street 

3. Site visits were carried out to determine whether restrictions would be 
beneficial for road users. For those roads where new restrictions or changes 
to existing restrictions were recommended, initial consultation was 
undertaken with the statutory consultees, which includes the emergency 
services, locally elected Members, Hampshire County Council (HCC) and 
public transport operators - no objections to the proposals were received. 

4. The proposed TRO was subsequently advertised for public comment, during 
which a number of the proposals received objections, and support. 
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5. This report lists the roads that have been included within the TRO, and 
details the objections, comments and support received during the public 
consultation period. It also makes recommendations as to any changes that 
could be considered. 

6. This Committee needs to address the comments received, before making a 
decision on the implementation, or otherwise, of the Traffic Regulation 
Order.  

Consultation 

7. The formal consultation was advertised in the local newspaper, on the 
Eastleigh Borough Council (EBC) website, the HCC Public Notices Portal 
and on public notices placed throughout affected areas. 

8. Officers received comments regarding the proposals from 79 correspondents 
regarding the following roads:  

Brook Lane/Cobbett Way St John’s Road 

Church Lane Turnpike Way 

Cudworth Mead Upper St Helen’s Road/ 
Lyons Place 

Hobb Lane / Lower Northam Road West Road 

Garratt Close Winchester Street 

 

9. A breakdown of responses will be provided on a road by road basis and a 
more detailed copy of the comments received is shown in Appendix A. 

Brook Lane/Cobbett Way, Botley 

Statement of Reasons: 

10. In Brook Lane and Cobbett Way ‘no waiting at any time’ restrictions are 
proposed to reduce congestion and to improve road safety at the junction an 
in Cobbett Way. Vehicles are regularly parked in Cobbett Way up to the 
Brook Lane junction.  

Summary of Comments: 

11. One expression of support was received to this proposal but pointed out that 
the proposals will increase pressure on parking unless the local garage 
allowed staff to park on site. 

12. One objection was received stating the following reasons: 

 The proposal will exacerbate an already ‘unliveable’ situation. There 
are two blocks of flats that have no allocated parking resulting in the 
necessity for residents to park on the road. 
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 Employees of the local garage use Cobbett Way for parking causing a 
major issue for residents, reducing the parking space would likely 
cause problems with parking on the verges and parking in front of the 
residential properties which only rarely happens at present. 

 Suggests that a residents parking scheme should be implemented, 
which would resolve the issue of non-residents using the street. This 
would improve congestion far more than the scheme proposed. 

Response to comments: 

13. The support for the restriction is noted.  

14. Residents parking schemes are normally introduced across large areas to 
avoid moving problems and to ensure that there are sufficient spaces to 
satisfy demand and make them more equitable. The implementation of a 
residents parking scheme is very costly and policy states that that all residents 
parking schemes should be self-financing and therefore the capital costs and 
on-going revenue costs to operate the scheme must be funded from penalty 
charge income and the cost of permits. In this location, the majority of costs 
would fall on residents themselves in the cost of permits which may be met 
with some objection. 

15. The limited objection to this proposal suggests that the majority of residents 
are in favour. 

Recommendation: 

16. Restrictions in Cobbett Way/Brook Lane be implemented in accordance with 
the advertised TRO, as shown on drawing no. TM01/01699/007. 

Church Lane, Hedge End 

 Statement of Reasons: 

To implement ‘No Waiting At Any Time’ restrictions to reduce congestion and 
obstructions caused by parked vehicles in this narrow road. 
 

 Summary of Comments: 

17. One comment received regarding St John’s Road also mentioned the 
restrictions in Church Lane.  It stated that ‘the claim that Church Lane is 
obstructed by parked cars is exaggerated and untrue. However the ability of 
Church Lane to remain clear is probably dependent upon St Johns Road not 
being subjected to a change in the current restrictions.’ 

Response to Comments: 

18. Local Councillors have received complaints from local residents regarding 
obstructions to their access in Church Lane, caused by parked vehicles 
opposite their driveways.  The proposed restrictions in Church Lane will 
alleviate this issue.  No other objections were received from any residents in 
Church Lane itself.   
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Recommendation: 

19. Restrictions in Church Lane should be implemented in accordance with the 
advertised TRO, as shown on drawing no. TM01/01699/004(3) 

Cudworth Mead, Hedge End 

Statement of Reasons: 

Cudworth Mead is a residential cul-de-sac situated close to Berrywood 
Primary School. It suffers some ‘school-run’ parking, therefore, restricted 
parking between 8am-9am and 2.30pm-3.30pm (Monday–Friday) is 
proposed. 

Summary of Comments: 

20. Five representations have been received, four in support of the proposals 
and one objection.  The comments stated are as follows:- 

 The four expressions of support for the proposals also stated that they 
would have liked to have seen the restrictions being applied to the 
either the whole road or on both sides of the road and a request was 
received for further monitoring should the restrictions be implemented. 

 The objector felt that the restrictions will merely move the problem 
further along the road and felt that congestion at these times should 
be expected when you live next to a school. It was suggested that a 
parking attendant could visit and move on people parking 
inconsiderately. 

Response to comments: 

21. It is accepted that vehicles will likely move further along the road during the 
restricted hours, however, the current proposals ensure that the bend is kept 
clear of parked vehicles which will improve congestion and access to 
properties in this location. White ‘bar markings’ will be provided for 80 and 81 
Cudworth Mead as part of the proposals to ease access. The situation 
should continue to be monitored, as requested by residents. 

Recommendation: 
 

22. Restrictions in Cudworth Mead be implemented in accordance with the 
advertised TRO as shown on drawing no. TM01/01699/005 and that the 
location be monitored following implementation.  

 
Garratt Close 

23. One representation has been received supporting the proposal. 

Recommendation: 

24. Restrictions in Garratt Close should be implemented in accordance with the 
advertised TRO, as shown in drawing no. TM01/01699/003. 
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Hobb Lane/Lower Northam Road, Hedge End  

Statement of Reasons: 

25. To implement a ‘Prohibition of Waiting, Monday-Friday, 8am -9am and 
2.30pm-3.30pm’ restriction in the vicinity of the school crossing patrol to 
improve safety at school drop off times. Also, to extend the ‘No Waiting At Any 
Time’ restriction to alleviate parking on the bend south of Mappleton Road and 
to implement a ‘No Waiting At Any Time’ restriction at the junction with Lower 
Northam Road to improve safety and reduce congestion. 

Summary of Comments 

26. Ten comments were received regarding this location. Three expressions of 
support were received and seven representations either objecting or 
commenting. 

27. The reasons for objection were as follows:- 

 Unacceptable to restrict parking at school times. 

 There are no drop off facilities at the school or Park and Stride 
arrangements, therefore parents, particularly those outside the 
catchment area, have to park on the road.  

 Parking will be moved to other nearby roads. 

 Speed of traffic will increase and there will be an increase risk to the 
children. 

 Proposed waiting restrictions at the junction with Lower Northam Road 
extend too far and should only go to the dropped kerb to ‘Copper 
Beeches’ 

Response to Comments: 

28. The support for the restrictions is noted. 

29. The proposed waiting restrictions are required to increase road safety.  
Vehicles currently park close to and on the bend south of Mappleton Road 
which is considered a hazard. 

30. The restriction during school hours is located on the approach to the School 
Crossing Patrol (SCP). Currently, parked vehicles obscure oncoming traffic 
and are travelling on the wrong side of the road when approaching the SCP 
site. The removal of these parked cars at school times will create an 
unobstructed zone on the approach to the SCP site allowing better visibility 
for both drivers and pedestrians and the SCP Officer. 

31. It is accepted that some displacement of parking will occur. 

32. It is unlikely that there will be a significant increase in vehicle speeds given 
the location and length of the proposed restrictions. 
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33. The objection relating to the Hobb Lane/Lower Northam Road junction 
requested a reduction in the length to the dropped kerb to Copper Beeches. 
However, this proposal was intended to improve visibility when exiting 
Patricia Drive and therefore the reduction as requested would not achieve 
this. 

Recommendation: 

34. Restrictions in Hobb Lane/Lower Northam Road should be implemented in 
accordance with the advertised TRO, as shown in drawing nos. 
TM01/01699/008/1 and TM01/01699/008/2.  

Lower Northam Road 

Statement of Reasons 

35. Due to a proposed highway improvement scheme in Lower Northam Road 
Service Road, the existing waiting restrictions need to be amended to reflect 
the proposed changes as shown on plan HC01509/004.  This includes a 
change to the limited waiting in the Service Road on the north side between 
Wildern Lane and Cedar Close and the relocation of the disabled parking 
place in the Service Road on the South side. 

36. This is in addition to the proposal to implement a ‘No Waiting At Any Time’ 
restriction at the junction with Hobb Lane (see also Hobb Lane proposal 
above (Paragraphs 25-34)). 

Summary of Comments 

37. One comment was received regarding restrictions in Lower Northam Road 
although these did not seem to refer to the proposals advertised and 
requested that bollards be considered where restrictions are proposed to 
stop parking on verges and footways. 

Recommendation: 

38. Restrictions in Lower Northam Road should be implemented in accordance 
with the advertised TRO, as shown in drawing no. TM01/01699/012. 

St John’s Road/Church Lane 

Statement of Reasons: 

39. Vehicles are regularly parking along St John’s Road causing congestion and 
reducing visibility at junctions. The congestion causes considerable frustration 
to drivers. 

Summary of Comments: 

40. Eleven representations were received to this proposal, four expressions of 
support and seven objections. 

41. The objections stated the following reasons for opposition:- 
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 Impact on the ability to park outside property and impact on visitors 
being able to park in the vicinity of property 

 Loss of parking for customers to businesses. May affect turnover and 
loss of revenue. 

 Suggests alternative restrictions such as limited waiting or timed 
restrictions to allow some parking but stop long term parking.  
Currently there is a white bar marking across the dropped kerb to 
properties and therefore any parking here requires the permission of 
the property owners and is generally only short term, as currently 
used by customers. 

 Problems lay with the restricted parking at the paddling pool in the 
summer months 

 Removal of parked vehicles will remove the natural traffic calming 
effect and will increase vehicle speeds 

 Knock on effect of displaced parking in other side roads, causing 
access problems for those residents. Visibility at The Chapel Drove/St 
Johns Road junction is not an issue. 

Response to Comments: 

42. The support for the proposal is noted.  

43. The comments received regarding the effect on businesses is noted and 
therefore it is proposed that the length of the waiting restrictions is reduced 
so that the length of the dropped kerb, currently protected by a white bar 
marking is not included in this proposal. 

44. The length of the double yellow lines proposed is unlikely to have a 
significant effect on vehicle speeds. 

45. The implementation of waiting restrictions will cause some displacement of 
parked vehicles however the proposed restrictions will create passing places 
for vehicles which should result in reduced congestion and frustration for 
drivers. 

46. The Chapel Drove/St Johns Road junction currently has some parking 
restrictions, but would benefit from an increased length to improve visibility of 
oncoming vehicles. 

Recommendation: 

47. In light of objections received, restrictions in St Johns Road should be 
implemented as shown on the amended drawing no. TM01/01699/009A.   

Turnpike Way, Hedge End 

Statement of Reasons: 
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48. The proposal in this location is to extend the ‘No Waiting At Any Time’ 
restrictions west of Shafford Meadows to improve road safety by restricting 
parking on the bends. 

Summary of comments: 

49. There have been six representations received regarding this location. 

50. One respondent stated that whilst they supported waiting restrictions in this 
location they were concerned about the increase to vehicle speeds.  
Currently the parked vehicles serve to slow vehicles in this location. The 
road is heavily used by school children and therefore there was a suggestion 
that traffic calming should be applied. 

51. Five objections were received from residents of Shafford Meadows and the 
following reasons were stated:- 

 Restricting parking in this location will have a massive impact on the 
residents of Shafford Meadows.  This development has limited visitor 
parking available and Turnpike Way is the closest available location. 
Residents have to comply with covenants regarding parking of 
vehicles and imposing this restriction will mean that residents may not 
be able to comply with their covenants. 

 Due to the limited parking in the development, the availability of parking 
in Turnpike Way was a key factor in purchasing the property 

 Traffic speeds will increase. The road is relatively wide and there are 
other locations in the Borough, where the roads are narrower and the 
bends sharper, that do not have restrictions. 

 Suggestion that the Council could ‘rent’ a key to residents so that The 
Turnpike Way car park could be utilised. 

Response to Comments: 

52. The support for the restrictions is noted. 

53. There is an ongoing parking review being undertaken by the planning 
department for Shafford Meadows. The developer Linden Homes introduced 
a private management scheme for the parking and it has raised a few 
issues. This has been an on-going situation for the last 2+ years since the 
estate was built. The Senior Planning Officer brought a report to the last 
HEWEB LAC outlining some permit changes and variations on car park 
layouts. However this was rejected by members. Therefore, the review is still 
ongoing. 

Recommendation  

54. That the decision on the implementation of waiting restrictions in Turnpike 
Way be deferred until the outcome of the parking review is known. 
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Upper St Helen’s Road/Lyons Place, Hedge End  

Statement of Reasons:  

55. To implement ‘No Waiting At Any Time’ restrictions to improve road safety by 
reducing congestion and obstructions caused by parked vehicles.  Upper St 
Helen’s Road is a bus route where at times the buses have been unable to 
proceed due to the presence of parked vehicles. 

Summary of Comments: 

56. Twelve representations were received relating to this location. Five 
expressed support for the proposals and seven objected. 

57. Of the five supporting comments one requested that the road be monitored 
to assess whether the problem is moved to other locations in the road. 
Others, whilst they supported the proposals suggested that the lines should 
be extended along the entire road. 

58. The four objections stated the following reasons:- 

 There is no suggestion of how to deal with the displacement of 
vehicles. Suggestion to pave the grass verges to allow 2 wheels to 
park on the verges as has been done in other areas. Another 
suggestion is to make the grass verges into residents parking bays. 

 Double yellow lines should be applied to the whole of Upper St Helens 
Road as drivers will merely park further down the road.  There are 
already issues of obstructions near to the Stockholm Drive junction. 

 Impact on visitor parking and workmen visiting properties. 

 The proposed lines are longer that the standard 10m. The extension to 
the lines is not necessary and will only move vehicles to another part 
of the road. Suggestion for residents only parking. 

 Suggestion that the entire road should be no waiting 6am-6pm 
Monday-Friday which would stop the builders vans and cars causing 
this problem and make parking for residents only. 

Response to Comments: 

59. The support for the restriction is noted.  

60. Reports have been received from the bus companies regarding obstructions 
caused by parked vehicles. The proposals will reduce the incidence of 
obstructions.  

61. Many residents have expressed the need for restrictions along the whole 
length of the road.  It is suggested that restrictions are implemented as 
advertised and the location be monitored to assess the effects and whether 
further restrictions are required in the future.   
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62. The conversion of grass verges to parking areas is costly and there is no 
funding available to pursue this option. 

63. Other restrictions, such as residents parking are not appropriate as this will 
not resolve the issue of obstructions to the bus services. Timed restrictions 
could be implemented, however, single yellow lines tend to need more 
targeted enforcement than double yellow lines. 

Recommendation: 

Restrictions in Upper St Helen’s Road / Lyons Place should be implemented 
in accordance with the advertised TRO, as shown in drawing no. 
TM01/01699/006 and the situation should continue to be monitored to assess 
the impact and whether additional restrictions are required in the future.  

West Road 

Statement of reasons: 

64. This restriction has been proposed following complaints about parking in the 
road and obstructions caused by parked vehicles, particularly for emergency 
services. 

Summary of comments received: 

65. Twenty Eight representations were received regarding this proposal. None in 
support for the proposals, as advertised.  

66. Several residents supported an extension to the restrictions at the junction 
with Upper Northam Road, but objected to the further restrictions.  

67. The Council was requested to force Amazon to comply with their operating 
conditions, not to implement waiting restrictions on residents. 

68. One resident felt that it would move the problem from one side of the road to 
the other. 

69. Another commented that the residents have not asked for these restrictions. 
They would like to see Resident Only parking implemented to deter nearby 
workers using West Road as a car park along with yellow line extensions at 
the entrance of West Road due to limited visibility causing safety concerns. 

70. Parking is needed for visiting family and friends and for carers who regularly 
visit a number of residents. 

Response to comments: 

71. The weight of objection to this proposal is noted and an amended proposal to 
only extend the waiting restrictions at the junction is recommended as shown 
on the plan no. TM01/01699/002A 

Recommendation: 

In light of objections received, restrictions in West Road should be 
implemented as shown on the amended drawing no. TM01/01699/002A 
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Whites Way 

72. No comments were received regarding the proposals in Whites Way. 

Recommendation: 

73. Restrictions in Whites Way should be implemented in accordance with the 
advertised TRO as shown on drawing no. TM01/01699/011. 

Winchester Street, Botley 

Statement of Reasons: 

74. Vehicles are regularly parked in Winchester Street close to the junction with 
Donkey Lane.  As a result of a road traffic accident, an extension to the 
waiting restrictions is proposed to improve visibility from Donkey Lane. 

Summary of comments: 

75. There have been three objections to this proposal.  

76. Parking for the cottages is limited already. This will mean that there will be 
parking for three vehicles from seven cottages. This is unacceptable. 
Residents already struggle to find a parking space. Suggest residents only 
parking which would reduce the likelihood that high sided vehicles would be 
parked here impeding visibility. 

77. Donkey Lane is effectively a private driveway and should be treated as such. 

78. Parking creates natural traffic calming and removal of the parking will 
encourage drivers to speed. 

Response to Comments: 

79. The length of lines proposed is unlikely to cause an increase in vehicle 
speeds. 

80. Although Donkey Lane is un-adopted, the obstruction is caused by vehicles 
parked on the public highway. It serves several houses and its highway 
status should not preclude it from the introduction of road safety measures 
on the public highway if deemed necessary. 

81. The limited parking for the cottages is accepted and therefore it is 
recommended that the length of the lines be reduced as shown on the 
amended plan no. TM01/01699/001A. This will result in the loss of one 
parking space but will make some improvement to the visibility at Donkey 
Lane. 

Recommendation 

82. In light of objections, restrictions in Winchester Street should be 
implemented as shown on the amended drawing no. TM01/01699/001A.  



 Eastleigh Borough Council 
 
   

Financial Implications 

83. The cost of the TRO and associated signs and road markings are funded 
through the Traffic Management Agency budget.  There are no cost 
implications for this Committee. 

84. Any amendments or new proposals which require the Traffic Regulation 
Order to be re-advertised and further consultation to be carried out will incur 
additional costs in terms of staff time and advertisement expenses that were 
not included in the original estimate for the work. Due to time and budget 
limitations such changes would be better addressed through inclusion in a 
future various TRO. 

Equality and Diversity Implications 

85. An equal opportunities assessment has not been carried out because the 
report does not contain proposals for significant changes to existing 
services, polices or strategies and does not introduce any new services, 
policies or strategies. 

Conclusions 

86. The proposed Traffic Regulation Order to introduce new waiting restrictions 
in Hedge End, West End and Botley received objections. 

87. The Committee needs to decide whether to proceed with the proposals to 
which objections have been received. 

 

ED VOKES 
Head of Transportation & Engineering 

 
Date:  
Contact Officer: Alison Mills 
Tel No: 023 8068 8231 
e-mail: Alison.mills@eastleigh.gov.uk 
Appendices Attached: Appendix A – Objections/comments received, and 17 

plans 
Report No:  
 
LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1972 - SECTION 100D 

The following is a list of documents which disclose facts or matters on which this 
report or an important part of it is based and have been relied upon to a material 
extent in the preparation of this report. This list does not include any published works 
or documents which would disclose exempt or confidential information. 

None. 


