
BURSLEDON, HAMBLE-LE-RICE & HOUND LOCAL AREA 
COMMITTEE  

23rd September 2021 

BHH VARIOUS ROADS TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDER  

 Report of the Technical Services Manager  

 

Recommendations 

It is recommended that : 
 
(1) Proposals to implement restrictions in Sydney Avenue, Beaulieu Road and 

Flowers Close are withdrawn pending further investigation. 

(2) Proposals to relocate the existing loading bay towards the junction of New 
Road and the removal of the existing loading and unloading restrictions along 
the south east side of Station Road, and the introduction of a disabled bay are 
withdrawn. 

(3) Proposals to withdraw No waiting at any time restrictions and no loading and 
unloading restrictions on both sides of New Road, north and south of its 
junction with Station Road are withdrawn. 

(4) A disabled parking place is introduced in New Road within the existing row of 
parking bays along the west side. 

(5) Proposals to introduce a Verge Parking Zone in Bridge Close are 
implemented as advertised. 

(6) Proposals to introduce No waiting at any time restrictions on the North Side 
of Norbury Gardens are implemented; and 

(7) Proposals to introduce No waiting restrictions in Reeves Way are 
implemented as advertised. 

 

Summary 
 
A list of roads with parking related issues were presented to Council Engineers from the 
Local Area Team with a request to review, advertise and introduce waiting restrictions to 
improve road safety, reduce obstructive parking and reduce parking on verges. These 
were scored and then prioritised by Engineers and Team Members. The following roads 
listed below were selected and waiting restrictions were proposed and advertised, in line 
with the statutory consultation procedure for Traffic Regulation Orders. 
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Statutory Powers 
 
Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984; Traffic Management Act 2004. 

 

 

Strategic Implications  

1. This report supports the Corporate plan (2015-2025) objective of Tackling 
Congestion and creating an excellent environment for all by removing 
obstructive and inconsiderate parking and improving road safety. 

Introduction 

2. The proposals aimed to tackle obstructive and inconsiderate parking and its 
associated issues, such as verge deterioration and congestion, with the aim to 
reduce the negative impact this can have on the local community.   

Due to the number of objections received and after further consideration we 
have amended and withdrawn some of the initial proposals, and these are 
listed in the recommendation section of this report.  

Consultation Response 

3. The five roads which were scored by the engineer and prioritised by 
Councillors for proposed parking controls are listed below, along with the 
reason for intervention. 

 Bridge Close – verge parking and obstruction 

 Sydney Avenue, Flowers Close & Beaulieu Road – verge parking and 
obstruction 

 Station Road – request for disabled parking provision closer to 
amenities 

 Reeves Way – access for emergency vehicles and waste collection 
vehicles.  

 Norbury Gardens – parking obscuring forward visibility.  

4. This report outlines comments received to proposals which would introduce 
parking controls in the roads mentioned above.  

5. The formal consultation was advertised in the Hampshire Independent 
Newspaper, on the Eastleigh Borough Council (EBC) website, the Hampshire 
County Council Public Notices Portal and on the public notices placed 
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throughout the affected areas on 19th February 2021 with a closing date for 
receipt of representations of 12th March 2021.  

6. Forty representations were received relating to four roads:  

Bridge Close - Four representations were received, three were in support of 
the proposals and one was requesting that builders would be allowed to park 
within the zone while completing works. 

Sydney Avenue, Flowers Close and Beaulieu Road - Seventeen 
representations were received, all objected to the proposed verge parking 
restrictions based on loss of amenity. 

Station Road - Eighteen representations were received, all objected to the 
proposals to relocate the loading bay closer to the junction and creation of a 
disabled parking bay in Station Road. 

Norbury Gardens - One representation has been received and although 
agreed in principle that something had to be done, the respondent didn’t feel 
that the proposals went far enough. 

The individual responses are summarised below, along with the reviewing 
Engineer’s comments. Plans detailing proposals are included with Appendix 
One of this document.  

 

Name of Road Representation Engineer’s comment 

Bridge Close 

We received the TRO notice 
yesterday and we are broadly in 
agreement with the proposal.  
However, we are concerned that 
commercial vehicles will just be 
parked full time in the lay-by parking 
on the bend of the close - which I 
would imagine are the main cause of 
the TRO being implemented in the 
first place?? 
Could a 4-hour limit be introduced 
there to prevent this and keep the lay-
by for visitor parking, or some other 
suitable prevention? 

If scheme approved is 
granted and 
implemented, 
Engineers will continue 
to monitor parking 
practices over the next 
12 months and if 
deemed necessary 
include proposals to 
introduce time limited 
parking in future area 
committees. 

Bridge Close 

A resident would like to pass on a 
comment in support of the proposed 
parking regulations preventing cars 
parking on pavement and verges in 
Bridge Close. 

Comments of support 
have been noted. 

Bridge Close 

Can we have some sort of builders 
parking permit for about 6 weeks 
work once the operational date is 
known please. This would be a 

Verge parking by any 
vehicle causes 
obstruction to 
pedestrians and is 
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modest extension and not a 
developer’s site. I accept any damage 
will need to be agreed at the time.  

particularly hazardous 
to the disabled. Verge 
parking also risks 
damage to 
underground utilities 
situated in the verge. A 
hazard from the verge 
parking is mud being 
carried onto the 
carriageway, 
contravening provisions 
of the Highways Act 
1980.  
The Highway Authority 
will give temporary 
licenses for 
skips/scaffolding etc 
associated with building 
projects and will 
consider access 
requirements through 
the licencing process. 

Bridge Close 

We always take our vehicles off this 
road. There is not enough access for 
a skip and the builders parking on our 
land. Turning space is difficult so, 
neither can we see how parking could 
be possible in such a narrow cul de 
sac. 

As above 

Bridge Close 

He would like to pass on a comment 
in support of the proposed parking 
restrictions and it is not before time 
with all the traffic problems. He has 
asked if we would be able to add a 
No Through Traffic sign through there 
as well as lorries come down there 
and turn around in the cul-de-sac, 
where they have damaged walls and 
verges. 

The ‘No Through Road’ 
Sign issue raised has 
been passed to 
Engineers who will 
investigate and respond 
to the resident’s 
request, after an initial 
site visit / assessment. 

Sydney 
Avenue 

As a resident in Sydney Avenue for 
the last 57 years it would be a good 
idea to remove all the grass verges, 
as there are wide enough pavements, 
and perhaps put inlets all up the 
Avenue where the grass verges are. 
This is just an idea, with so many cars 
per household. 

Alternative scheme 
options are outside the 
scope of this TRO. It is 
a Members decision to 
investigate options to 
install verge/footway 
parking and convert 
verges to sustainable 
parking areas where 
road and footways 
widths can 
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accommodate. These 
projects require 
significant funding and 
are a subject to a 
survey of utility 
apparatus situated 
within the highway 
verges. 

Sydney 
Avenue 

The Road is too narrow to support 
safe movement of traffic without the 
facility to verge park. Delivery 
vehicles and service vehicles will not 
be able to negotiate the road to its 
end without visiting vehicles being 
able to verge park. My own vehicle 
will obstruct movement of vehicle and 
likely to sustain damage if I cannot 
verge park.  

Verge parking by any 
vehicle causes 
obstruction to 
pedestrians and is 
particularly hazardous 
to the disabled. Verge 
parking also risks 
damage to 
underground utilities 
situated in the verge. A 
hazard from the verge 
parking is mud being 
carried onto the 
carriageway, 
contravening provisions 
of the Highways Act 
1980.  
 

Sydney 
Avenue 

I will not be able to park my vehicle 
safely within a reasonable distance of 
my home at Flowers Close due to the 
narrow width of the road without 
facility to verge park. The shape of 
the road at its end with various 
driveway entrances does not permit 
safe parking without verge parking. I 
will obstruct food delivery vehicles 
from negotiating the road safely as 
with other parked vehicles without the 
facility to verge park. 

As above.  

Sydney 
Avenue 

In summary: The measure to prevent 
vehicle parking half up on the 
footway is, in my view, unnecessary 
and will displace cars from Sydney 
Avenue and especially Beaulieu Road 
into Flowers Close, where there is 
some spare space (for ~ 8 vehicles) 
in the entrance section. 

As above.  

Sydney 
Avenue 

If the cars are not allowed on the 
Verge/pavement in Beaulieu Rd they 
will then start parking in Sydney Ave 
& Flowers close causing problems for 

Alternative scheme 
options are outside the 
scope of this TRO. It is 
a Members decision to 
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residents in Sydney Ave & Flowers 
close. Why not be proactive and look 
into removing the grass verge from 
Sydney Ave or half of it which will 
widen the road by 2 metres and still 
leave the existing pathway. Until 
alternative ideas for resident parking 
are offered this scheme shouldn`t go 
ahead in my opinion. 

investigate options to 
install verge/footway 
parking and convert 
verges to sustainable 
parking areas where 
road and footways 
widths can 
accommodate. These 
projects require 
significant funding and 
are a subject to a 
survey of utility 
apparatus situated 
within the highway 
verges. 

Sydney Av 
Hamble Lane 

The removal of a length of the double 
Yellow Lines at the Hamble Rd end of 
Sydney Ave would surely make this 
more dangerous. Cars coming down 
Sydney Ave would be pushed over on 
to the wrong side of the road into any 
car turning left from Hamble Lane. 
This can already be a problem. Also, 
the junction of Sydney Ave & Flowers 
Cl would benefit from adding a length 
of double yellow lines on both sides 
as cars park dangerously close to the 
junction making it a danger for cars 
turning into Flowers Cl colliding with 
cars coming out of the close pushed 
on to the wrong side by parked cars 

The restrictions 
provided will meet the 
requirement of the 
Highway Code. If 
implemented, 
Engineers will continue 
to monitor parking 
practice and suggest 
suitable measures. 
Rule 243 of the 
Highway codes states 
“DO NOT stop or park 
opposite or within 10 
metres of a junction”. 

Sydney Av 
Hamble Lane 

The removal of approximately 35+ 
parking spaces by introducing 
extended "no waiting at any time" 
areas and the added prohibition for 
verge or footway parking will force 
people to possibly park directly on 
Hamble lane, which has almost no 
parking restrictions, this will be 
dangerous due to the high level of 
tankers, as there are no other areas 
for parking within the area and invite 
more crime on vehicles as they will be 
parked too far away from any 
supervision. The footway/verge 
prohibition will also result in less safe 
traffic access through the roads 
affected by this order as vehicles 
parked entirely on the road will be of 
more hindrance due to the road width 

Verge parking by any 
vehicle causes 
obstruction to 
pedestrians and is 
particularly hazardous 
to the disabled. Verge 
parking also risks 
damage to 
underground utilities 
situated in the verge. A 
hazard from the verge 
parking is mud being 
carried onto the 
carriageway, 
contravening provisions 
of the Highways Act 
1980.  
Parking safely is a 
decision of the vehicle 
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and more dangerous to pedestrians 
crossing. 

owner and should be 
within the provisions of 
the Highway Code. 

Sydney Av 
Hamble Lane 

Removing the parking of vehicles on 
the verge & by extending the "No 
waiting and no loading at any time" 
will eliminate approximately 35 
parking spaces. This plan provides no 
alternative parking solutions for the 
many households on the road that 
only have off road parking for one 
vehicle but are a multi-vehicle family. 
There is no parking on Hamble Lane 
& Verdon Avenue, these streets are 
already at saturation point for 
vehicles, where is Eastleigh Borough 
Council suggesting our vehicles now 
be parked? I strongly object to this 
proposal & feel it's most definitely 
NOT in the interest of the residents of 
Sydney Avenue. 

Alternative scheme 
options are outside the 
scope of this TRO. It is 
a Members decision to 
investigate options to 
install verge/footway 
parking and convert 
verges to sustainable 
parking areas where 
road and footways 
widths can 
accommodate. These 
projects require 
significant funding and 
are a subject to a 
survey of utility 
apparatus situated 
within the highway 
verges. 

Sydney Av 
Hamble Lane 

In summary: Currently residents do 
not experience access problems to  
premises, caused by vehicles parking 
partly on the pavement. However, this 
will become an issue should the 
prohibition of footway parking, as 
currently proposed be introduced, due 
to the narrow width of the road. 

Verge parking by any 
vehicle causes 
obstruction to 
pedestrians and is 
particularly hazardous 
to the disabled. Verge 
parking also risks 
damage to 
underground utilities 
situated in the verge. A 
hazard from the verge 
parking is mud being 
carried onto the 
carriageway, 
contravening provisions 
of the Highways Act 
1980.  
 

Sydney Av 
Hamble Lane 

I am objecting to the proposed 
parking plans on Sydney Av, Beaulieu 
Road and Flowers Close as I work for 
Hampshire Equipment Services as 
part of the NHS, so I have to park my 
van on our drive for security as I carry 
medical equipment every day, we 
also have a car for my disabled son 
and the ramp to access our property 
means the car needs to be parked on 

Alternative options can 
be considered for this 
situation outside the 
scope of this TRO. 
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the road. 

Sydney Av 
Hamble Lane 

I think most people would agree that 
pavements are for people and roads 
are for cars, but the problem we have 
in Hamble is that we have an old 
infrastructure and we now live in 
modern times with many vehicles. 
This problem has slowly grown over 
time but the people in the local area 
have found the solution as time has 
gone by and that has evolved into 
parking half on half off the pavement, 
this solution works well for this area, it 
allows the vehicles to get through as 
emergency services and delivery 
vans and does also allow for 
pedestrians to use the pavement. In 
the 15 years I have lived here maybe 
one or two pedestrians have been 
blocked but this has only been a 
problem when the bushes and the 
trees from the gardens have grown 
halving the width of the path. 

Verge parking by any 
vehicle causes 
obstruction to 
pedestrians and is 
particularly hazardous 
to the disabled. Verge 
parking also risks 
damage to 
underground utilities 
situated in the verge. A 
hazard from the verge 
parking is mud being 
carried onto the 
carriageway, 
contravening provisions 
of the Highways Act 
1980.  
 

Sydney Av 
Hamble Lane 

I have been a resident of Sydney 
avenue for 4 years, during this time 
parking has always been an issue as 
residents from Hamble lane tend to 
use Sydney avenue to park their 
vehicles on. There just is not enough 
room for everybody to park!! your 
proposed plans will cause absolute 
chaos especially on bin days, as you 
know Sydney Avenue is not a wide 
road, imagine an emergency vehicle 
like a fire truck needing access, 
there’s absolutely no chance as the 
road simply is not wide enough with 
everyone parking on the road and not 
everybody has the luxury of a 
driveway. I first one will be sending 
the bill for any damage caused to my 
vehicle straight to Eastleigh Borough 
Council. I will continue to park on the 
verge outside my residence to avoid 
damage to my vehicle and to keep 
the road clear. 
(two identical representations 
received)  

Parking safely is a 
decision of the vehicle 
driver and should be 
within the provisions of 
the Highway Code. 

Sydney Av 
Hamble Lane 

I am objecting to the new parking 
restrictions in Sydney Avenue, it will 

Parking safely and 
appropriately is a 
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make the road too congested and 
ambulances, emergency service 
vehicles will not be able to get 
through. It is a busy road, currently 
parking (although does not cause an 
issue) is busy enough, remove verge 
parking and it’s only going to make 
the situation worse. As a resident I 
think it is completely the wrong thing 
to do. 

decision of the vehicle 
driver and should be 
within the provisions of 
the Highway Code. 

Sydney Av 
Hamble Lane 

I have lived on Beaulieu Road for the 
past ten years, and I strongly feel that 
this proposal will cause more 
problems than solving the issues of 
parking on the verges. Whilst I’ve 
lived here there has always been 
parking on the verges virtually down 
the entire length of the road and that 
is due to the road not being wide 
enough to park on both sides, so I 
cannot see how this proposal will 
work, there is not enough space for 
cars to park opposite each other and 
have enough space for traffic to pass 
freely, let alone space for bin men or 
any other services.  Since I have lived 
on Beaulieu Road there has never 
been big issues with parking, other 
than many households having more 
than one car, the road is already 
congested and the only way it works 
is to park on the verges. 

Verge parking by any 
vehicle causes 
obstruction to 
pedestrians and is 
particularly hazardous 
to the disabled. Verge 
parking also risks 
damage to 
underground utilities 
situated in the verge. A 
hazard from the verge 
parking is mud being 
carried onto the 
carriageway, 
contravening provisions 
of the Highways Act 
1980.  
 

Sydney Av 
Hamble Lane 

Parking is already limited, and 
additional restrictions will not improve 
matters. Where do you think people 
will park? 
 

There is no right to park 
on the Public Highway, 
however the Highway 
code assists drivers in 
providing guidance and 
duties ensuring the 
safety of the Highway 
for all users including 
pedestrians. Parking 
were possible should 
be provided on private 
land.  

Sydney Av 
Hamble Lane 

Parking is already difficult this is 
going to force us into other roads 
which will then become congested as 
well.  
 

Verge parking by any 
vehicle causes 
obstruction to 
pedestrians and is 
particularly hazardous 
to the disabled. Verge 
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parking also risks 
damage to 
underground utilities 
situated in the verge. A 
hazard from the verge 
parking is mud being 
carried onto the 
carriageway, 
contravening provisions 
of the Highways Act 
1980.  

Station Road 

How anyone can consider the 
creation of what will effectively be a 
single-track road, will aid safety and 
provide better traffic flow at the 
junction of New Rd and Station Rd. 
This is completely beyond 
comprehension. I have lived next to 
the Library on Station Rd with a car 
park exiting onto New road for two 
decades and have used that junction 
365 days a year in that time. As it 
already configured this can be a 
dangerous junction for pedestrians 
and motorists alike. Your plan does 
not remove that danger, in fact, it 
makes it worse. Do your Engineers 
look at the subject of their plan at the 
busy times of day? I would remind 
you that increased parking will 
increase the number of people taking 
advantage of free entry to RVCP as 
they do at present with all the other 
unrestricted parking in the area. 

Alternative options can 
be considered, and 
points noted with 
regards to the RVCP. 
 

Station Road 

By moving the loading bay further 
towards the junction, you are 
removing visibility for both 
pedestrians and drivers using the 
junction. The current loading bay is 
not much better as a driver coming 
out of New Road would have to drive 
into the junction to see around the 
lorries parked there. As a pedestrian 
you currently must walk into the busy 
road in order to peer around the lorry 
to see what's coming. The moving of 
the loading bay along with a bus stop 
on the other side of the junction will 
make for many blind spots. 

Alternative options can 
be considered. i.e the 
disabled bay could be 
located in New Road & 
the loading bay could 
remain in its original 
location. The new 
location of the Disabled 
Bay would be covered 
by a separate traffic 
order, and points noted 
with regards to 
pedestrians and blind 
spots. 
 

Station Road This proposal will make an already As above 
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accident-prone junction worse. I am 
very shocked that this is even being 
considered, I was hoping the existing 
dangerous situation could be resolved 
with enforcement, instead it is 
proposed to permanently make the 
junction unsafe. 

Station Road 

The loading bay needs to stay where 
it is. To move it nearer to the corner 
to New Road, is extremely 
dangerous.  Now it is hard to pull out 
of New Road when the Co - op 
articulated lorry is delivering, as the 
view up Station road is completely 
obscured. The crossing is also 
needed, as it is a terribly busy road. If 
this change goes ahead, an accident 
will happen, and someone is likely to 
be killed. The disabled bay could be 
put in the parking bay in New Road. 

As above 

Station Road 

Although I understand the Co-op 
requires deliveries, the current 
loading bay location 
is not fit for purpose and the new 
TRO does not resolve this issue, let 
alone take into consideration the 
danger of the junction. When an HGV 
lorry is parked there, the entire view 
of turning right out of New Road 
coming from the library is blocked 
onto a road that is down to one lane 
due to the lorry in the road. 

As above 

Station Road 

A disabled parking bay could easily 
be accommodated in the first parking 
bay in New Road, approximately   
same distance to walk to shop. These 
plans are a danger to pedestrians & 
disabled drivers, with the Co-op lorry 
creating a blind spot. Also, if the 
railings are taken down it will 
encourage more illegal parking. 

As above 

Station Road 

I am a blue badge holder. To park 
behind a huge Co-op lorry would be 
dangerous. I would not be able to see 
past it to safely pull out, especially as 
the lorry would be parked almost on 
top of a crossroad. As a disabled 
driver I would feel a lot safer to park 
just round the corner into New Road 
in the already parking bays. Only a 

As above 
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few yards further away from the 
entrance to the Co-op. The lorries 
parking outside the Co-op cause 
mayhem as it is, to move them 
forward would be extremely 
dangerous.  

Station Road 

Extremely dangerous as previous 
accidents have shown, already 
seriously dangerous for pedestrians 
and children as 
well as drivers. When a bus comes 
the road is blocked. People get 
frustrated too and take risks because 
they can’t see. Foolhardy. Why not 
put disabled bay in New Road? 

As above 

Station Road 

I live in New Road (150) & whenever 
a Co-op lorry has to park closer to the 
Station Road/New Road junction due 
to cars parking in the loading bay it 
causes serious visibility issues pulling 
out of New Road. You CANNOT see 
what is coming down Station Road. I 
must rely on traffic coming up Station 
Road to give me some clue or inch 
out/take a blind leap of faith. It is an 
accident waiting to happen & the 
more often the lorry parks like this the 
more likely an accident is to happen. 

As above 

Station Road 

It is already dangerous trying to turn 
right onto Station Road from the 
southern side of New Road when the 
Co-op delivery lorry is there. By the 
time you are far enough out to see 
what is coming, you are far enough 
out to be struck by an oncoming 
vehicle and exactly that accident 
happened recently. It is also 
dangerous for pedestrians trying to 
cross. If the lorry is parked even 
closer to the junction this will only 
increase that danger. 

As above 

Station Road 

This loading bay causes traffic 
problems when there is a large Co-op 
artic there and the bus passing 
through every hour as the road is 
then not wide enough for 2 vehicles to 
pass. Why can’t the load bay be 
moved onto New Road around the 
corner where the parking currently is. 
Also, it’s very unsafe crossing with my 

As above 
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children when the Co-op artic is there 
as you cannot see clearly what traffic 
is coming down Station Road. 

Station Road  

In Summary: As long-term residents 
of Station Road, Netley Abbey, we 
feel that your Proposed Restrictions 
on Parking in the Station Road/New 
Road area will be detrimental to all 
who are using this area – both 
pedestrians and vehicles – and will 
make the area unsafe. It should be 
appreciated that this junction is a 
busy area in Netley Abbey where 
several popular shops, the library etc. 
are located. 

As above 

Station Road 

By removing the no waiting at any 
time along New Road, cars will use 
this area to park. This will effectively 
turn the end of New Road next to the 
junction into a single carriageway as 
there will not be enough space for 2 
cars to pass. Cars exiting New Road 
into the junction will therefore be 
forced into the oncoming traffic 
entering New Road. By moving the 
loading bay closer to the junction, 
vehicles entering New Road will have 
less time/space to see into the 
junction. Vehicles exiting New Road 
from the south end will have extreme 
difficulty seeing around anything 
parked in the loading bay, forcing 
them to exit blind into oncoming 
traffic, having already been forced 
into the oncoming traffic entering New 
Road by cars being parked on the 
side of the road next to the library. 

In light of the disabled 
bay being located in 
New Road (eastern 
side) it is recommended 
that waiting restrictions 
remain in New Road as 
per the existing 
arrangement.  

Station Road 

I have raised the issue of this junction 
being dangerous before. Recently 
there was a near fatal car accident 
here caused by parked vehicles 
obstructing the visibility of vehicles 
approaching this junction. Vehicles 
parked in front of the railings on 
Station Road to unload, severely 
obstruct visibility when using this 
junction. Similarly, vehicles often park 
outside the library on New Road, 
even though this is prohibited by 
double yellow lines. Often when 

In light of the disabled 
bay being located in 
New Road (eastern 
side) it is recommended 
that waiting restrictions 
remain in New Road as 
per the existing 
arrangement. In relation 
to the comment 
regarding parking in 
contravention of  
existing restrictions this 
has been passed to 



 Eastleigh Borough Council 
 
  

driving from my home on New Road, I 
encounter parked vehicles which are 
a danger, as in order to pass them I 
must enter this dangerous junction on 
the wrong side of the road. These 
vehicles also cause a danger to my 
children when we are approaching 
this junction on foot, as the vehicles 
often partially obstruct the footway. 
Please do not ignore this again. I 
raised the same issue about a recent 
new housing application which was 
approved, despite the danger the 
resulting parking issues will cause to 
the community. This junction needs a 
traffic light pedestrian crossing 
system for the safety of residents who 
rely on the local shops and services 
on the junction. Bringing the parking 
closer to the junction as currently 
proposed, will make this junction even 
more dangerous than it already is, for 
drivers and pedestrians alike and is a 
retrograde step. 

Parking Services to 
consider extra patrols.  

Station Road 

The proposed plans make the 
junction more dangerous than it 
currently is and does nothing to rectify 
the ongoing issues with traffic flow 
and on-street parking etc 
 

In light of the disabled 
bay being located in 
New Road (eastern 
side) it is recommended 
that waiting restrictions 
remain in New Road as 
per the existing 
arrangement. 

Station Road 

Maybe only on the half footpath 
section at our entrance, with 
pedestrian clearance? 
 

Alternative options can 
be considered for this 
situation which is 
outside the scope of 
this TRO. 

Station Road 

I wish to object in the strongest terms 
possible. This order is dangerous.  To 
move the loading bay closer to the 
corner of New Road will severely 
impair the line of sight for both 
pedestrians (crossing from the Co-op 
store) and the motorist endeavouring 
to turn right from New Road. The 
removal of the No Waiting restriction 
in New Road (South) will narrow the 
road to a dangerous width causing 
traffic to be held up turning into the 
road from Station Road. The removal 

It may be beneficial to 
carry out a road safety 
audit and a traffic 
assessment in advance 
of a traffic order, which 
is outside of the scope 
of this scheme, prior to 
the removal of 
restrictions on waiting 
in New Road. 
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of the No waiting and No loading 
restriction in New Road (North) will 
also cause dangerous situations. 
These restrictions have been in place 
for many years. If they have been 
necessary for all this time, why are 
they now, no longer necessary. There 
is considerably more traffic in this 
area of Netley due to the increased 
development around the area. Severe 
congestion is already being 
experienced. 

Norbury 
Gardens 
 

I have just received your notice re: 
Norbury Gardens and I can only 
agree that something must be done. 
unfortunately, your proposal doesn't 
go far enough. At the outset you will 
displace one car belonging to number 
4, he will move around the road 
towards number 5 where he has a 
side entrance, that will displace a van 
belonging to number 2 and at the 
same time blocking the access to the 
grass is where the New Forrest 
council Van from number 3 is parking. 
The outcome will be that these 2 vans 
will take spaces in the parking Bay 
opposite 5,6 and 7 this will in turn 
displace the 4 smaller cars belonging 
to the older residents on the other 
side of the road. Can I suggest that 
you go one step further and put 
parking lines in the parking bay with 
the car spares marked in an angle to 
the road allowing maximum use of the 
space available. 

Parking on bends is 
prohibited and as 
stated in rule 243 of the 
Highway Code, which 
states “DO NOT stop or 
park on a bend”. 
Alternative options can 
be considered for this 
situation which is 
outside the scope of 
this TRO and suggest 
that it is added to our 
requests list for further 
consideration. 

 

Financial Implications 

7. The cost of the TRO and associated signs and road markings is estimated to 
be in the region of £6000. 

 

Risk Assessment 

8. If a decision was not made to make the order it is likely that vehicles will 
continue to park on footways and cause issues for waste collection, deliveries 
and emergency vehicles. Obstructive parking inconveniences road and 
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footway users and causes issues relating to road safety and the continuous 
degradation of Highway verges. The council aims to support a modal shift 
away from vehicular use to walking and cycling, to support this footways must 
be kept clear.  

 

Equality and Diversity Implications 

9. The Equality Act is relevant to the decision and an Equality Impact 
Assessment (EqIA) has been carried out and attached as Appendix Two to 
the report. 

In summary the EqIA shows that there are minor positive impacts in the roads 
listed below:  

 Bridge Close.  

 Reeves Way.  

 Norbury Gardens. 

 
Prohibiting waiting at the kerbside will discourage drivers from obstructing 
footways and accesses which will have a positive impact on vulnerable road 
users. 

 

10. Climate Change and Environmental Implications 

The proposals will have a positive impact on all users of the roads and 
pavements, particularly those people with disabilities or frailty, and people 
using wheelchairs or pushchairs. The measures ensure an inclusive approach 
to encouraging people to walk and cycle more. 

 

Conclusion 

11. After careful consideration, it is recommended that the proposals for:  

 Bridge Close, Reeves Way and Norbury Gardens are implemented as 

proposed. Comments relating to the lay-by and the incorporation of a four-

hour time limited restriction, should be treated as a new request for parking 

restrictions and included for scoring for the 2022/2023 area parking review.  

 Sydney Avenue, Beaulieu Road and Flowers Close are withdrawn, and 
approval is sought to allocate a funding stream to further investigate a 
solution to improve on the current situation. 

 Station Road are withdrawn, and approval and funding approved to introduce 
a new disabled bay within the existing row of parking bays on the eastern 
side of New Road.  

 Norbury Gardens are approved in the interest of road safety and in line with 
the Highway Code rules on parking on a bend. The resident’s request for 



 Eastleigh Borough Council 
 
  

further parking measures would need to be investigated, which is outside the 
scope of this scheme. 

 
TONI JOHNSON 

TECHNICAL SERVICES MANAGER 

 
Date: 27th  August  2021 
Contact Officer: Toni Johnson 
Tel No: 02380688213 
e-mail: toni.johnson@eastleigh.gov.uk 
Appendices Attached: 2 
 

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. 
 

Appendix One 
 

PLANS SHOWING SCHEME PROPOSALS AT CONSULTATION STAGE ARE IN THE 
ORDER LISTED BELOW 

 

 Bridge Close.  

 Sydney Avenue, Flowers Close & Beaulieu Road. 

 Station Road  

 Reeves Way.  

 Norbury Gardens. 

 
PLANS SHOWING PROPOSED AMENDMENT 
 

 Station Road  
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Bridge Close – Propose Verge Parking Zone 
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Sydney Avenue - Propose Verge Parking Zone 
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Station Road – Proposed Relocation of Loading Bay and Introduction of a Disabled 
Person’s Parking Bay  
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Reeves Way – Proposed No waiting Mon to Friday 8am - 6pm 
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Norbury Gardens – Proposed no waiting at any time 
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AMENDED PLAN AFTER CONSULTAION SHOWING REVISED SCHEME PROPOSALS, 
AS PER RECCOMENDATIONS (SEE BELOW) 

 
 

Station Road 
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Appendix Two 
 

Equality Impact Assessment (EqIA) 
 

Title of EqIA: 

The Borough of Eastleigh (Hedge End, West End and 
Botley) (Amendment 9) Order 2020 

Brief description of 
the Proposal: 

The effect of the proposal is to introduce waiting restrictions 
on:   

 Bridge Close.  

 Reeves Way.  

 Norbury Gardens. 

 

 

Assessment: 

For all of categories below please consider: 

1. Does this proposal eliminate unlawful discrimination? 
2. Does this proposal advance equality of opportunity between people who share 

a protected characteristic and those who do not share it?  
3. Does this proposal foster good relations between people who share a 

protected characteristic and those who do not share it? 
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Statutory Considerations: Please highlight what impact could there be on 
people with protected characteristics.  

Age: None 

Disability: Improving access for wheelchairs and pushchairs by 
regulating kerbside parking and prohibiting vehicles from 
parking on footways.   

Gender: None 

Gender 
reassignment: 

None 

Pregnancy and 
Maternity: 

None 

Race: None 

Religion or belief: None 

Sexual Orientation: None 

Marriage and civil 
partnership: 

None 

Non statutory considerations: Please highlight what impact could there be 
on people experiencing social deprivation. 

Social deprivation: None 

What engagement or 
consultation has 

Statutory public notice in local press and on street, letter 
drop to households directly affected by proposals 
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been carried out? 

What could reduce 
any adverse impact 
on these groups? 

N/A 

 

Action Plan  

Activity  Outcome Timeframe Person 
responsible 

    

    

    

 

Lead Officer: Toni Johnson  

Manager: Paul Naylor 

Corporate Director: Andy Trayer 

Date completed: 27/8/21 

 
 
 


