
BISHOPSTOKE, FAIR OAK, HORTON HEATH 

LOCAL AREA COMMITTEE 

28 September 2022 

TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDERS (TRO) - VARIOUS ROADS 

Report of the Senior Engineering Specialist 

 

Recommendation(s) 

It is recommended that the Committee approve the making of a Traffic Regulation 
order, the effects of which are to:  
 

(1) introduce waiting restrictions, as advertised, in:  
 
a) Bishops Court; 
b Camelia Grove; 
c) Church Road; 
d) Longmead Avenue; 
e) Rose Close;  
f) Shorts Road; 
g) Stoke Park Road; and 
h) Rogers Road. 
 

(2) introduce waiting restrictions in Witt Road, of a reduced length, to exclude 
the driveway of No 84 Witt Road as requested. 
 

(3) Formalise two disabled persons parking places in Summerlands Road, 
adjacent to the parade of shops, for general use by blue badge holders. 
 

(4) introduce bus ‘cages’ in Shorts Road to support bus movement in line with 
sustainable transport priorities.  
 

 

Summary 
 
A proposal to introduce waiting and parking restrictions in various roads in Bishopstoke 
and Fair Oak was advertised on 7 January 2022.  Representations were received both in 
support of, and objecting to the restrictions.  This report summarises the comments 
received and recommends how to proceed. 

Statutory Powers 
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Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984; Traffic Management Act 2004.  

Legal Agreements 

Agency Agreement between Hampshire County Council and Eastleigh Borough Council 
dated 10 September 2019 

 

Strategic Implications  

1. Creating an excellent environment for all by removing obstructive and 
inconsiderate parking, and by providing disabled parking places outside local 
shops. 

Introduction 

2. Various roads in the Bishopstoke, Fair Oak and Horton Heath Local Area 
have been investigated in response to reported problems such as obstructive 
parking.  Site investigations were undertaken to assess the issues being 
experienced by road users, and to decide on appropriate measures to mitigate 
the issues.   

3. This report details the comments received during the public consultation 
period.  The Committee is asked to consider the comments received, before 
making a decision to introduce, amend or withdraw the Traffic Regulation 
Order. 

Detail 

4. Consultation was undertaken by means of a Public Notice on the Eastleigh 
Borough Council website, published in the Hampshire Independent 
newspaper, and posted on street furniture in the vicinity of the proposed 
restrictions.  Plans showing the proposed restrictions are in Appendix 1. 

5. Ten representations were received to the Traffic Regulation Order as detailed 
below:   

-Two are in relation to Longmead Avenue, 

-One in relation to Stoke Park Road  

-One in relation to Witt Road  

-Three in relation to Camelia Grove  

-One in relation to Shorts Road  

-Two relating to the order in general.   

The objections are summarised below, along with the Engineer’s response.   
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Comment Engineer’s response 

Longmead Avenue   

A resident of Longmead Avenue is 
intending to apply to convert their 
front garden into parking spaces. The 
resident also expressed concern that 
a parking restriction would prevent 
permission being given.  

The proposed restriction is unlikely to 
affect an application to the Highway 
Authority for a vehicular crossing. 
This restriction would reinforce 
Highway Code Rule 243  

Another resident objects to 
restrictions on Longmead Avenue and 
Church Road on the grounds that the 
proposals and not required and 
questioned if there was any history of 
accidents or incidents of obstruction 
at these locations.   

There have been complaints about 
the parking within the junction that is 
a contravention of the guidance given 
in the highway code. Rule 243 of the 
Highway codes states ‘DO NOT stop 
or park opposite or within 10 metres 
of a junction’. There had been a 
collision involving a child in Church 
Road. Forward visibility obstructed by 
parked cars had been a contributory 
factor to the collision. 

Stoke Park Road   

A resident of Stoke Park Road wrote 
to enquire where the restrictions 
would begin and end and also asked 
if the restrictions could be longer, 
indicating they have difficulty with 
visibility at times due to the way in 
which visitors to the woods park. 

The extent of the restriction has been 
clarified together with the location of 
the restriction. If this order is 
implemented, and the issue persists, 
they might consider contacting their 
local Councillor to seek support for an 
extension.  

Shorts Road  

Shorts Road a request was received 
from Hampshire County Council 
suggesting a road marking for the bus 
stop should be included on the south 
side of the road to ensure buses are 
not obstructed by parking. 

The proposed measures are 
formalising the parking which already 
occurs and the requested ‘bus cage’ 
markings are to be included. 
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Witt Road  

A resident of Witt Road asked that the 
parking restriction not be taken 
across their driveway access  

This report recommends that this 
restriction is shortened to incorporate 
the request without compromising the 
effectiveness of the order. 

Camelia Grove  

Camelia Grove one resident wrote 
‘This is not solving a parking problem! 
A lot of the houses on the estate were 
built with one parking space, as most 
households have two or more cars 
there will always be an overflow for 
parking. Can you claim that parking in 
Camellia Grove is dangerous, and 
have you done a study of this? 
People will start double parking which 
will start blocking the roads and make 
it impossible for emergency vehicles 
to access if needed. And if we have 
visitors or tradesmen at our property 
we will have nowhere for them to 
park. It’s a ridiculous suggestion.’ 

This proposal came about as a result 
of complaints from residents who felt 
the parking on the approach to the 
junction with Mortimers Lane caused 
a hazard. Specifically, when drivers 
entering Camelia Grove meet another 
exiting the road and there was 
insufficient space for them to 
manoeuvre past each other without 
the driver entering having to reverse 
back out on to Mortimers Lane. Rule 

243 of the Highway codes states ‘DO 
NOT stop or park opposite or within 10 
metres of a junction’. 

The measures proposed are 
designed to ensure that the inbound 
lane remains clear, whilst the 
restriction close to the junction 
ensures there will be space for 
vehicles to pass. Recognising the fact 
that there is a general lack of parking 
in this road, the restrictions have 
been kept to the minimum so that on 
street parking can be retained as far 
as possible whilst addressing the 
safety concern. 

‘This is a pointless waste of time, 
except the lines from Mortimer's lane 
12m into Camelia Grove on the east 
side. No-one ever parks on the west 
side, because it would totally block 
the road, or the corner of the side cul-
de-sac of houses on the east side of 
Camelia Grove’ 

The proposal came about as a result 
of complaints from residents who felt 
the parking on the approach to the 
junction with Mortimers Lane caused 
a hazard, specifically when drivers 
entering the Camelia Grove meet 
another exiting the road and there 
was insufficient space for them to 
manoeuvre past each other without 
the driver entering to having to 
reverse back out on to Mortimers 
Lane. Rule 243 of the Highway codes 

states ‘DO NOT stop or park opposite or 
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within 10 metres of a junction. 

The measures proposed are 
designed to ensure that the inbound 
lane is remains clear whilst the 
restriction close to the junction 
ensures there will be space for 
vehicles to pass. Recognising the fact 
that there is a general lack of parking 
in this road the restrictions have been 
kept to the minimum so that on street 
parking can be retained as far as 
possible whilst addressing the safety 
concern. 

 

‘There is already a distinct lack of 
parking in this area. I object to the 
proposed Tro on the grounds that: 1. 
There is insufficient parking already in 
this area. 2. No vehicles ever park on 
Camelia Grove West side rendering 
road markings or signage a waste of 
time and money! 3. The threat to 
safety of all is not the parking of 
vehicles on East Side of Camelia 
Grove but the speed of vehicles 
entering Camelia Grove from 
Mortimers lane. 4. The speed limit on 
Mortimers Lane is 30mph, this is 
periodically enforced by police 
manned camera Van's costing x 
amount per day. Vehicles of all nature 
exceed the speed limit regularly by 
substantial amounts. Spend the 
money on serious safety measures 
not token gestures that impose 
unnecessary hardship on law abiding 
residents whilst regular/daily law 
breakers put pedestrians at serious 
risk of death daily! 5. Please spend 
money on significant safety measures 
before someone is killed 
unnecessarily by a speeding motorist! 
Spend the money on permanent 
speed cameras! Someone will be 
killed! Ridiculous speeds are reached 
on this piece of road yet it seems not 
to matter to those who could change 

The proposal came about as a result 
of complaints from residents who felt 
the parking on the approach to the 
junction with Mortimers Lane caused 
a hazard, specifically when drivers 
entering the Camelia Grove meet 
another exiting the road and there 
was insufficient space for them to 
manoeuvre past each other without 
the driver entering to having to 
reverse back out on to Mortimers 
Lane. Rule 243 of the Highway codes 
states ‘DO NOT stop or park opposite or 
within 10 metres of a junction. 

The measures proposed are 
designed to ensure that the inbound 
lane remains clear whilst the 
restriction close to the junction 
ensures there will be space for 
vehicles to pass. Recognising the fact 
that there is a general lack of parking 
in this road the restrictions have been 
kept to the minimum so that on street 
parking can be retained as far as 
possible whilst addressing the safety 
concern. 

With regard to the additional points 
you raise about speeding traffic, the 
installation of speed cameras, and 
installing hand rails alongside steps in 
Fernside Way. These requests fall 
outside the scope of this TRO and 
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it! 6. I would guess that the cost of 
installing speed cameras on 
Mortimers lane would be less than the 
long term cost of utilising our already 
depleted police force and the 
intermittent placing of smiley faces 
speed signs. 7. Claiming to put 
unnecessary restrictive and punitive 
parking restrictions in place in the 
name of public safety when cars and 
lorries routinely travel in excess of 
40mph in a 30mph zone is laughable 
and frankly insulting! 7. If public 
safety is the council's priority I 
suggest they look at installing a 
handrail on the steps on Fernside 
Walk. Currently I believe this fails to 
meet regulations and its slippery 
nature definitely puts the public at 
risk, more so than car parking in 
Camelia Grove! 8. In summary, 
Traffic speed cameras, maintenance 
of public walk ways, and compliance 
with building regulations for outside 
steps would all aid public safety! 
Definately having a positive impact on 
all residents. Imposing unnecessary 
punitive parking restrictions will cost 
and have a negative impact locally. 
Do something positive, the risk of 
death from a low-speed collision is far 
less likely than the risk of death or 
serious injury from a collision 
involving a speeding lorry!’ 

have been passed to the relevant 
departments.  

 

Financial Implications 

6.  The costs of the TRO and associated road markings are funded from the 
core TRO Programme budget as part of the “Various roads” allocations, at a 
cost of approximately £4000.   

Risk Assessment 

7.  If the proposals are not implemented, it is likely that the issues with 
obstructive parking will continue in Bishops Court, Camelia Grove, Church 
Road, Longmead Avenue, Rose Close, Shorts Road, Stoke Park Road, 
Rogers Road, and Witt Road. And continued difficulty for blue badge holders 
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when trying to park near the Summerlands Road shops which has 
reputational and financial implications for the council. 

 

Equality and Diversity Implications 

The Equality Act is relevant to the decision and an Equality Impact 
Assessment (EqIA) has been carried out and attached as an appendix to the 
report.  In summary the EqIA shows that: 
 
(a) There is a positive impact to disabled road users by introducing two 

disabled persons’ parking bays in Summerlands Road. 

(b) There is a positive impact for Road users requiring extra care Highway 
code regulations (204 to 225) 

 
8. Climate Change and Environmental Implications 

The proposals should not increase Greenhouse Gas/CO2, or damage ecology 
or the environment.  Disabled Drivers parking places allowing customers to 
park close to the shops, reducing the time taken to look for parking places.   

 

Conclusion 

9. The proposals have due regard to the requirement of S122 of the Road Traffic 
Regulation Act, by securing the expeditious, convenient and safe movement 
of vehicular and other traffic (including pedestrians) and the provision of 
suitable and adequate parking facilities on the highway.  The proposed waiting 
restrictions attracted objections, comments and an expression of support.  
This report takes into consideration all the representations received and 
recommends that the committee approves the introduction of the restrictions 
as detailed in this report.   

LEAD OFFICER - DAVID PICKETT 
SENIOR ENGINEERING SPECIALIST 

 
Date: 08 March 2022 
Contact Officer: David Pickett 
Tel No:  
e-mail: engineers@eastleigh.gov.uk 
Appendices Attached: 1) Proposed Restriction Plans 
 2) Equality Impact Assessment 
 
 

LOCAL GOVERNMENT ACT 1972 - SECTION 100D 
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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. 

* List Background Papers or state None. 
 
Appendix 1 Proposed Restriction Plans 
 
 Bishops Court 

 
 

  Camelia Grove 
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Church Road

 
 

Longmead Avenue 
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Rose Close 
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Shorts Road 

 
 

Stoke Park Road 

 
 
    Summerlands Road 
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      Witt Road 
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Appendix 2 
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Equality Impact Assessment (EqIA)  

 

Title of EqIA: 

The Borough of Eastleigh (Bishopstoke, Fair Oak & Horton 
Heath) (Amendment No 1) Order 2022 

Brief description of  
the Proposal: 

The effect of the proposal is to introduce waiting restrictions 
to facilitate access to residential premises and leisure 
facilities reduce damage to verges in Bishopstoke Fair Oak 
and Horton Heath. 

Assessment: The measures at Summerlands Road provide dedicated parking spaces for 
blue badge holders at the local shopping facilities where none were previously available, 
The other measures help to ensure pedestrian crossing places are unobstructed both 
physically and for intervisibility between pedestrians and drivers. 

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: Positive impact in terms of improving access for 
wheelchairs by regulating kerbside parking, and 
prohibiting vehicles from parking on verges and footways.    

Positive impact by making the process to introduce 
Disabled Persons Parking Bays quicker and more flexible  

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: N/A 
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What engagement or 
consultation has 
been carried out? 

Statutory public notice in local press and on street, 
directly affected by proposals. 

What could reduce 
any adverse impact 
on these groups? 

N/A 

Action Plan  

Activity  Outcome Timeframe Person 
responsible 

    

    

    

 

Lead Officer: David Pickett 

Manager: Paul Naylor 

Corporate Director: Andy Trayer 

Date completed: 09 March 2022 

 


