
COMMENTS RECEIVED TO THE BOROUGH OF EASTLEIGH (BURSLEDON, HAMBLE & HOUND) 
(AMENDMENT NO. 13) ORDER 2022 CONSULTATION 
  
Flowers Close    
 
As a resident of Flowers Close I wish to raise comments and partial objection to the proposed traffic 
parking restrictions proposed for Flowers Close, and also those proposed for the closely associated 
roads of Sydney Avenue and Beaulieu Road. 
 
Flowers Close  
 
The stated reasons for these plans are invalid for Flowers Close whereby it is proposed to place a 
restriction around the entire left side from entry from Sydney Avenue including the entire 
hammerhead turning area. 
 
Having lived in this road for over 20 years this proposed TRO detail is solving a problem that simply 
does not exist. By its instigation several valuable parking positions will be lost, yet this cul-de-sac has 
functioned perfectly well in regard to the hammerhead turning area. This would reduce amenity for 
those with drop kerbs where the only ever cars that park across these are those very residents 
themselves. Certainly there has never been any incidents of road users being unable to turn in the 
hammer head area, even with several cars parked half up in the non drop kerb areas. 
 
Flowers Close - Junction entry with Sydney Avenue 
 
We would fully support the placement of parking restrictions at the access to Flowers Close.  
 
In particular residents of other nearby roads use this area for parking, with too many obstructing 
safe access and egress from Flowers Close. Indeed our suggestion would be to limit parking on the 
north west side to 15m (increase from the proposed 10m), and on the south east side right along to 
the next 90 degree left turning, by 1 Flowers Close driveway entrance. 
 
Sydney Avenue junction with Hamble Lane 
 
To entirely restrict parking on at least one side of the junction for a distance of at least 25m.  
 
When turning from Hamble Lane right into Sydney Avenue one is often faced with a partial 
obstruction and with effectively no where to proceed to if another vehicle is headed out of Sydney 
Avenue towards Hamble Lane. This leaves a severe risk a following vehicle could rear end you whilst 
waiting. Various residents here do park dangerously most days. 
 
Beaulieu Road 
 
Whereas we recognise restrictions are being lengthened slightly, this does not go anywhere to 
addressing the sheer volume of cars trying to park most evenings, often leaving virtually no gap for 
safe passage in either direction, and for which a fire engine would simply never get through.  
 
Overflow traffic from Hamble Club makes the situation worse when events are taking place. 
 
Our suggestion is alternate parking restrictions right along the length of Beaulieu Road to ensure 
safe passage is always possible. 
 



It is noted these restrictions would only apply 8pm to 8am. These parking problems at the junctions 
and in particular Beaulieu Road become worse at nights and weekends. 
 
Thank you for considering these comments. 
 
 
Sedgemead 
 
Dear Madam/ Sir,   
 
I am writing to you to acknowledge that we have no objections over the traffic order proposals, as 
mentioned above, amendment 1 &13 in Sedgemead.  
 
Would it be possible that there was a time restriction on how long people are able to park on the 
gravel area of the shore front, before the entrance of the park on Victoria Road? And that a “No 
Entrance to the Country Park” sign is placed at the bottom of Sedgemead, in a similar fashion to 
Hound Road at the other gate for the country park? 
 
 
Sedgemead  
 
To Whom it may concern, 
 
I am in full agreement with the parking and traffic restrictions put forwards for Sedgemead. 
Implementation will bring order to this traffic congested residential area. 
Having lived here for 35 years and seen a disagreeable increase in traffic which is impacting on 
surrounding areas. 
 
Points of Note. 
 
1. Vehicle users park continually in Sedgemead cul-de-sac, obstructing driveways and impeding 
owners access to their properties. There have been occasions where vehicles  have parked in private 
driveways offering resistance when being asked to move. 
2. Sedgemead cup-de-sac has been used for toilet facilities by public. 
3. To implement double yellow lines on both sides of Victoria Rd, commencing from the junction of 
Station Rd to Victoria Country Park. Currently only one side(North) has double yellow lines. The rd is 
too narrow to accommodate parking along it. 
4. Any informative signage to utilize existing poles/posts. 
5. The beach/gravel parking area opposite Sophie’s Pond would benefit by limited time parking. It’s 
often used by park visitors for extended periods. People wishing to visit the pond or small beach 
area should have access to this close proximity parking area. 
 
Sedgemead  
 
We write to give our wholehearted support to the proposed parking restrictions in Sedgemead 
SO31. Parking across our driveways and on the pavement and obstructing this narrow road has been 
a problem in the 15 years we have lived here. We also suffer continuous traffic, searching for a space 
– an unpleasant reality in a short, narrow close with only 6 houses. 
We have several points to make in relation to Sedgemead road and the area: 

1.     Could the accompanying signs make use of existing lampposts, or the fence that runs the 
entire  road length, rather than erect new signs? 



2.     The existing no waiting at any time double yellow lines in Victoria Rd north side are 
insufficient. The unrestricted south side has continuous car parking, especially on busy park 
days and weekends. This frequently turns Victoria Rd into a narrow one way street causing 
congestion and frustration. It is often difficult to exit Sedgemead and Sedgemead Court as a 
result. 

3.     The gravel parking area off Victoria Rd, opposite Sophie’s Pond and next to Royal Victoria 
Park entrance is often used for long stay parking by park visitors. In our view, far better to 
assign this area to limited stay, eg an hour; long enough to walk the dog or feed the ducks 
opposite. 

  
 
Deanfield Close 
 
It appears the Council is uninformed of what the problem is with Deanfield Close or confused as to 
what to do about it.  Approximately two (2) years ago the Council added No Waiting at Any time to 
Deanfield Close, Southeast from its junction with Hamble Lane for an approximate distance of 55 
metres for the very reasons outlined in Statement of Reasons (AMENDMENT NO 13) ORDER 
2022.  Now it is proposed to remove it.  Recently the Council has been denied access to pick up 
waste and recycle in AMY GARDENS because of parked vehicles on Deanfield Close, Northwest. 
 
To allow vehicles to park again on Deanfield Close, Southeast will be in conflict with the reasons as 
stated in Statement of Reasons (AMENDMENT NO 13) ORDER 2022.  In addition if vehicles are 
allowed to park on Deanfield Close, Southeast either they will be parked at the edge of the roadway 
which will block access to the Councils large waste and recycle collection trucks.  Or vehicles will park 
on the pavement which will block the passage of pedestrians.  Either way, because Deanfield Close is 
so narrow, access may be denied to pick up waste and recycle in AMY GARDENS. 
 
I propose, to make it simple, to add No Waiting Any Time to Deanfield Close, Northwest only.  And 
leave Deanfield Close, Southeast as it is. 
 
 
Station Road 
 
My main concern [I have lived on Station Road, both sides actually since 2003] is that when parking 
is all on one side and particularly if this is enforced then we have a huge problem with speeding 
drivers, and even drivers mounting the curb at speed if somebody opens a car door and they swerve 
- I’ve seen this happen a number of times.  There are also a lot of speeding drivers going up the road 
at night. 
 
I have been speaking with neighbours and we would really like to work with you to elevate the 
parking/blocking issue and have a couple of ideas about staggering the parking restrictions along the 
road, thus causing causing a chicane effect, when parking both sides happens it slows traffic down 
thus dealing with the speeding issue we have.  Unfortunately because some idiots do double park 
because they are 'just popping into a shop’ it has pushed the need for action, it’s a shame really that 
we can’t just have the area monitored and tickets issued for those that park badly. 
 
I [and some neighbours] would love the opportunity to discuss idea with you - is it possible to have a 
meeting please?   
if it’s only objections/comments but email then as above please confirm the deadline. 
 
 



Additional email received: 
I briefly outlined my concerns about having double yellow lines the length of one side of Station 
Road in an earlier email, I have lived on this part of the road since 2003, I was at number 52, then 42 
and now 47, I have generally worked from home, used the village amenities so have lots of 
experience with this part of the road! 
 
I do appreciate that there have been numerous comments and complaints over the years from other 
local residents, I have seen some on the Netley Abbey Community page and have witnessed a 
number incidents myself;  on many occasions busses or other vehicles have been unable to get 
through this part of the road, however, each traffic incident I have witnessed has been caused by 
double parking and not because there is parking on both sides.  In general parking on both sides has 
been brilliant at slowing down the traffic flow but not stopped it, thus actually making the road 
much safer.   
 
In general when there is parking on one side only, particularly early evening, then we do have quite a 
problem with speeding traffic.  This is more so during the evenings when some cars and motor bikes 
race around the village loop that is Station Road, Victoria Road, Grange Road and Ingleside.   
 
I don’t know a definite answer, but I would strongly suggest that if yellow lines were staggered and 
parking bays for residents and half an hour waiting were marked out with parking in bays only then 
we could manage the parking without the risk of somebody being hurt [or worse] by a speeding 
driver.  For example; could we have parking outside the coop and club on that side, the opposite the 
next row of businesses [post office etc] have the bays on the opposite side of the road and then back 
to the coop side from say number 46 upwards?? 
 
Please may we have a meeting so that residents that live here can be given the opportunity to join in 
a discussion, it’s not fair to put us at risk of speeding drivers just to satisfy many drivers who wish to 
drive through the heart of the village without the inconvenience of waiting to pass parked cars!! 
 
 
Flowers Close  

 
We previously objected to the proposed TRO in March 2021, which we include for your reference. 
We did not receive a reply to our letter or email, other than to advise that the TRO decision had 
been delayed. Therefore we are concerned that our previous objections have not been taken into 
account.  
 
We support the proposal to restrict parking at the junction of Flowers Close and Sydney Avenue. 
Currently commercial vans and cars, used by residents from Sydney Avenue and Hamble Lane, park 
in Flowers Close within meters of the junction, causing a safety hazard for egress and access. 
However we are fearful that proposed restrictions to neighbouring streets will undoubtedly make 
the south-westward section of Flowers Close become a regular parking area for those affected, 
resulting that visitors to Flowers Close will be adversely affected. Should this TRO be agreed, please 
consider permit parking for this area.  
 
We do not however support the proposal to restrict parking along Flowers Close. We do however 
believe that the rationale stated to facilitate the passage of vehicles on the road is fundamentally 
flawed, and the latest TRO  will undoubtedly cause issues that currently do not exist.  
 
We request that you read our letter of objection sent in March 2021, which outlines the challenges 
that will occur should these proposals be finalised. We draw your attention to the section relating to 



challenges when parking a vehicle of any size on the road, and not partially on the pavement as 
currently happens.  
 
 
If the TRO affecting Flowers Close were to be approved, I would foresee neighbours removing their 
front gardens in favour of additional parking, but with ‘green’ issues now firmly in the public eye, the 
ecological impact and rationale for this requirement would attract attention. Please can you advise 
whether a environmental risk assessment has been carried out as part of the proposal, and the 
outcome of this assessment.  
 
Contents of 7th March 2021 Letter (resubmitted) 
 
Please find below our objections and comments to the Eastleigh Borough Council’s statement of 
reasons, to the proposed parking restrictions related to Flowers Close 
 

(a) the desirability of securing and maintaining reasonable access to premises;  
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.  
 

(b) the effect on the amenities of any locality affected and (without prejudice to the generality 
of this paragraph) the importance of regulating and restricting the use of roads by heavy 
commercial vehicles, so as to preserve or improve the amenities of the area through which 
the roads run;  
Flowers Close is a cul-de-sac and therefore, with the exception of delivery vehicles, is not 
affected by this statement of reason. 
 

(c) the importance of facilitating the passage of public service vehicles and of securing the 
safety and convenience of persons using or desiring to use such vehicles;  
Presently, due to residents parking partly on the pavement where necessary, public service 
vehicles are safely able to ingress and egress Flowers Close. However should the 
enforcement of the proposed parking restrictions be implemented, the aforementioned 
vehicles, especially emergency services and refuse collection vehicles will potentially have 
difficulty accessing Flowers Close. We foresee that our refuse collection will be disrupted 
when access is restricted.  
 

(d) for avoiding danger to persons or other traffic using the road or any other road or 
preventing the likelihood of any such danger arising (s.1 RTA 1984).  
We understand the rationale for this statement, however pedestrian traffic in Flowers Close 
is mainly between Hamble Lane and Sydney Ave and vice versa, using the ‘short cut’. This is 
not an issue for pedestrians as the vehicles are parked on the highway and not the 
pavement. From the corner of Flowers Close to the end of the cul-de-sac, pedestrian traffic 
is minimal.  

 
It is worth noting that currently vehicles routinely parked between the entrance of Flowers Close on 
the right hand side, are in the majority owned by residents living in Hamble Lane and Sydney 
Avenue. We foresee that the parking along this small stretch and beyond will increase due to parking 
restrictions due to be imposed in Sydney Avenue. We would like the Council to take this into 
consideration, as this street parking will be required by residents of Flowers Close, if the proposed 
changes go ahead.  



 
We own a motorhome, 6.7m in length and 2.3m wide. We have experienced a  problem in the past 
when a vehicle has been parked wholly on the road, e.g. Tesco Delivery, and our only option would 
have been to drive partly on the pavement to pass it. However since Coronavirus lockdown, the 
number and frequency of delivery vehicles has increased exponentially. We have already witnessed 
them driving on the pavements where there is no need, and this is with cars partly parked on the 
pavement. This is a potential risk which likely to increase with the prospect of the parking 
restrictions as proposed.  
 
Recently we had a window company visit. The driver parked on the road, outside our house, which 
left 2.7m for other vehicles to pass. At this time there were no other vehicles parked in the street. 
However this caused issues for our neighbour accessing her driveway. If however there had been 
other vehicles parked on both sides of the road, this would have drastically reduced the available 
width to pass.  
 
Currently due to Coronavirus restrictions the street parking has been minimal, however once visitors 
are allowed again, the street parking, and proposed parking restrictions will become difficult, 
potentially causing an obstruction.  
 
Interesting we have learned from a Hamble Parish Councillor, that they had not been informed or 
consulted on these proposed changes. Why were they not consulted?  
 
 
Beaulieu Road.  
 
We have terrible difficulty getting out of our drive with cars park opposite. Sometimes I have to 
knock and find out who car it is to get out of my drive. We live 4 houses away from hamble lane so 
any form of temporary lines to prevent people park would be much appreciated. 
 
Flowers Close 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 



Norbury Gardens 
Instead of restricting parking, provide extra parking for residents in coach road, Norbury Gardens 
and Grantham Avenue. All this wasted green space could provide extra parking which would free up 
congested roads, where does the council expect residents to park, it is a suburban area with rubbish 
public transport, people need transport to earn a living.  
 
 
Station Road 
 
(email text)  
I wish to make visible my objection to plans to limit ‘Traffic Waiting’ on Station Road Netley Abbey 
 
Apart from the current speeding problems on Station Road , which are not addressed by the 
restrictions or any other published notifications, the problem for a resident such as myself at 
number 55 Station Road becomes that of access for myself and visitors. 
The car parking in the village is insufficient and at a fair distance from my house. So a no waiting 
imposition is quite an inconvenience. 
 
It’s not an inconvenience imposed on residents on the opposite side of Station Road nor where it 
may be needed most at the bottom end at the junction with Victoria Rd. 
 
I suspect your reasoning for proposing this order is because your attention has been drawn to a 
problem as a bus route. 
 
The main problem for buses is the junction at the end of Station Road where cars park on the 
roadside on one side. Ironically this is near to the car park. So a much better plan would be to 
mandate off road parking at this junction and this would enable the buses to exit into Victoria Road. 
 
Further up Station Road residents have noticed that parking on both sides reduces the speeding 
problem.  
Imposing parking restrictions removes this benefit without considering it’s detrimental impact on 
the safety of the road traffic and for residents. 
 
Furthermore the councils lack of interest in studying the problems of traffic in and around Netley 
relating to speeding, noise, water drainage indicate it has no real idea of how to address current 
problems and how to consult properly with residents. 
 
Also, Word doc text received: 
 
I am writing to express my concerns over the proposal to paint double yellow lines along the section 
of Station Road from New Road up to No: 63. 
The residents of Station Road, who will be affected by this proposal, have not been formally 
consulted, some discovering it randomly on social media. 
 
As a resident, my concerns, and those of the other residents on both sides of the road, have, for 
several years, been the speed at which motorists drive.  
 
We constantly live with anti-social behaviour demonstrated this way, particularly as motorists see a 
straight section of road, and deliberately speed up.  
 



However, on the occasions when a resident or tradesman has parked their vehicle on that side of the 
road, a natural chicane appears, and of course, produces a slowing down of the traffic. 
 
In going ahead with this action, it is my concern that the council risk a continuation of motorists 
breaking the 30mph speed limit, which will inevitably result in danger to pedestrians. 
 
Station Road should not be used as the quickest method to get from A to B, but rather, respect 
should be given to the fact that it is a residential road, where the people living there need to be able 
to have opportunity to cross the road in safety, pull off their drives, or reverse onto their drives, 
easily, and be able to provide safe access to tradesmen who need to park within close access to the 
house they are working in. 
 
Double yellow lines will only serve to satisfy the motorists who see our road as as the fastest one in 
the village, giving them an even greater excuse to speed. 
 
I appreciate the council's consideration of my concerns. 

 
Station Road 
I would like to make a comment to the proposed restrictions. 
 
There is a single parking space allowed on the dangerous bend outside 58 Station Road, 
Netley. It seems strange that one space should cause such problem for drivers. 
I think this space should be double yellow lines. 

 
 
Sedgemead 
 
Dear Sir/Madam, 
 
I am writing with regard the proposed parking restrictions in Sedgemead.  I have lived in my house 
for 38 years and would be most upset to find parking restrictions and yellow lines.  Although at times 
people do park in the road, it has never caused a problem with access to my house, which is at the 
far end.  There are only six houses and it is only possible for people to park outside five of these 
houses, which apart from the odd car, very rarely happens. 
 
Yellow lines had previously been discussed within Sedgemead but I think you will find that the 
majority of the residents are not in agreement with this proposal.  If these restrictions are made it 
would mean that it would not be possible for my children to visit me at the same time, one of them 
would need to find alternative parking nearby which seems ludicrous with the amount of Council Tax 
I pay to live in this road. 
 
 
Flowers Close 
 
I am a resident along with my elderly husband at no 23 Flowers Close. I wish to raise my objections 
to two of the Statement of Reasons for the proposed TRO, while supporting the first Statement of 
Reason.  
 
No 1 Statement of Reason  
I do fully endorse the proposal of restrictions at the junction of Flowers Close with Sydney Avenue. 
There are frequently parked vehicles, including trade vans, right up to the junction with Sydney 



Avenue which makes exiting the Close somewhat of a hazard because in passing these vehicles 
residents are having to drive on the right hand side of the road with the risk of meeting head on 
vehicles wishing to turn into the Close and vice versa.  
 
No 2 and 3 Statements of Reason 
I do object to further restrictions along the Close and consider them to be unnecessary. It is stated 
that they will facilitate the passage of vehicles on the road. I would like to point out that Flowers 
Close is very short and there is never a continual flow of traffic, either from residents, trades people 
or commercial vehicles. There has never been a problem. There are few vehicles parked on the side 
of the road as residents use their driveways. There may be the occasional visiting family car parked 
on the road but these are always for short term stays and have never caused an obstruction to the 
flow of traffic or caused any problems amongst residents. However, I can foresee problems may 
arise if parking restrictions are imposed.  
 
The third Statement of Reason is somewhat irrelevant to Flowers Close as we have no amenities 
such as shops, restaurants or open spaces which need to be preserved or improved. The Close is only 
made up of residential homes.  
 
I hope you will take my concerns into consideration and re-evaluate the proposals.  
 
Station Road 
I am writing to object to the proposal to paint double yellow lines along the section of Station Road 
from New Road up to No: 63. 

There has been a severe problem with speeding up and down Station Road for man years and giving 
motorists a ‘clear’ run will only exacerbate this. 

This will not only result in more people breaking the speed limited but will increase the noise but 
also more importantly will increase the danger to residents and pedestrians. 

I would be very grateful if you could please take my concerns into consideration. 

 
Sydney Avenue 
I would like to propose that the current stretch of Sydney Avenue from the corner of the crescent 
outside number 63, eastwards to the current double yellow lines on the corner of Beaulieu Rd is 
designated for Sydney Ave resident Permit holders only please, for the following reasons:- 

• One of the Bungalow residents is disabled and needs a space 

• The other two bungalow residents are pensioners and need to park outside their houses 

• My wife is registered disabled and needs to park outside our house, Number 63 on Sydney 
ave, as it gives her access to our side gate. 

 
This hasn`t been a problem in the past but recently some residents from Beulieu Road have been 
leaving 2 campervans or their cars in the area mentioned above in Sydney Ave for over a week at a 
time (one campervan was over a month) without moving.  
 
Apologies if this is the wrong forum for this letter but thank you for reading 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Flowers Close 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Sedgemead  

Although we have not requested the parking review about Sedgemead, we think that the EBC draft 
is very good. 

We have only one point we agree with strongly, which is the proposal for yellow lines in the turning 
head, which would be an extremely good safety decision allowing Fire Engines etc. also Bin Lorries to 
be able to turn and not have to reverse unnecessarily. 

We don't have any other comments at this stage. 

Station Road 
I am sorry but I wish to object to the change in road markings proposed I believe it will create a race 
track down station road with parking as it is now it slows it down cutting noise and accidents -  
perhaps a traffic calming or scheme could be introduced instead  ?  
 
 
Flowers Close 
I am a resident of Flowers Close, Hamble  and I  write in relation to the proposed parking restrictions 
for Flowers Close which is causing concern. 
 
As I understand it the proposed  parking restrictions may not affect me directly as in theory (although 
not a right to do so) any family/visitors/tradesmens should be able to park  outside  my property 
but  with the proposed parking restrictions  this cannot be guaranteed or indeed the possibility of 
being able to park in Flowers Close at all.     
 
The  ability to be  able to  park in the Close  is going to be  drastically reduced and  I believe the 
proposed parking restrictions will  be detrimental to the Close as a whole as this will mean  that the 
houses that are affected  who  have more vehicles than can be parked on their driveways will need to 
park elsewhere in the Close (if space available) and with the proposed  parking restrictions thereby 
limiting considerable the overall parking that would be available.  
 
From the junction with Sydney Avenue this is already being used  by some people who do not live in 
the Close (I appreciate they are entitled to do so) but once again with the proposed restrictions 
for  places to park for the family/visitors/trademens  of the residents  of Flowers Close  will be 
significantly  limited.   This loss of parking  will  be very difficult  at such times as bank holidays, 
Christmas  etc when families get together  which in turn means more cars requiring parking. 
 
In relation to moving forward if the restrictions  are approved I would  be very interested to hear  your 
views on how  the loss of parking proposed  for the  residents of Flowers Close can be remedied by 
‘new’ additional/access  for  places to park.  
 
Oakwood Way 
I have been reading your notice on the lamp post opposite my home regarding parking. 
 
I am unable to work in lengths really but I would suggest that the “no parking at any time” goes as 
far as No. 70.  There are several bad bends in this area from No. 70 to Oakwood Way going towards 
the village Square,  where you cannot see round the bend unless you have a passenger to peer 
around the corner for you.  Also there are always cars parked on the opposite side of the road from 
101 & 103. We were nearly caught out recently when a car came out of a drive with no visibility. 
 


