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AGENDA ITEMS 
 
1 CHAIRMAN'S ANNOUNCEMENTS  
 
 The Chairman will announce details of the arrangements in case of fire or other 

events that might require the meeting room or building’s evacuation. 
 
The Chairman will also announce the following: 

 
The Committee is reminded that the design work undertaken by Staff falls under the 
requirements of the Construction (Design & Management) Regulations 2007. Those 
Staff undertaking design work are appropriately trained, experienced and qualified to 
do so and can demonstrate competence under the Regulations. They also have 
specific legal duties associated with their work. 

 
For the purposes of the Regulations, a Designer can include anyone who specifies or 
alters a design, or who specifies the use of a particular method of work or material. 
Whilst the Committee is of course free to make suggestions for Staff to review, it 
should not make design decisions as this would mean that the Committee takes on 
part or all of the Designer's responsibilities under the Regulations. 
 
 

2 APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE AND ANNOUNCEMENT OF SUBSTITUTE 
MEMBERS  

 
 (if any) - receive. 

 

3 DISCLOSURE OF PECUNIARY INTERESTS  
 
 Members are invited to disclose any pecuniary interest in any of the items on the 

agenda at this point of the meeting.   
 
Members may still disclose any pecuniary interest in an item at any time prior to the 
consideration of the matter. 
 
 

4 MINUTES (Pages 1 - 8) 
 
 To approve as a correct record the minutes of the meeting of the Committee held on 

10 July 2012, and to authorise the Chairman to sign them. 
 
 

5 GIDEA PARK STATION AREA SCHEME (Pages 9 - 20) 
 
 Final Phase - Outcome of public consultation (Report Attached) 

 
 

6 RAINHAM INTERCHANGE - TRAFFIC REGULATION AND PARKING SCHEME 
(Pages 21 - 26) 
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 Outcome of public consultation - Report Attached 
 
 

7 ACADEMY FIELDS ROAD DEVELOPMENT  - 20 MPH ZONE AND ONE WAY 
ROAD (Pages 27 - 32) 

 
 (Outcome of public consultation) – Report Attached 

 
 

8 BRIAR ROAD ENVIRONMENTAL IMPROVEMENTS - WAVERLEY CRESCENT 
AND MYRTLE ROAD -TRAFFIC CALMING & ZEBRA CROSSING PROPOSALS 
(Pages 33 - 44) 

 
 Outcome of public consultation – Report Attached 

 

9 UPMINSTER ACCIDENT REDUCTION PROGRAMME - WINGLETYE LANE  
PROPOSED SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS (Pages 45 - 52) 

 
  (The Outcome of Public Consultation) Report Attached 

 

10 JUNCTION ROAD - PROPOSED HUMPED ZEBRA CROSSING (Pages 53 - 60) 

 
 (The Outcome of Public Consultation) Report Attached 

 

11 EMERSON PARK ACCIDENT REDUCTION PROGRAMME - ARDLEIGH GREEN 
ROAD / SQUIRRELS HEATH ROAD / SLEWINS LANE PROPOSED SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS (Pages 61 - 82) 

 
 (The Outcome of Public Consultation) – Report Attached 

 

12 BURNWAY JUNCTION WITH NORTH STREET - PROPOSED WAITING 
RESTRICTIONS (Pages 83 - 86) 

 
 Comments to advertised proposals – Report Attached 

 

13 HORNCHURCH STATION AREA PARKING REVIEW (Pages 87 - 150) 

 
 Comments to advertised proposals. Report Attached 

 

14 NORMAN ROAD JUNCTION WITH HYLAND WAY - PROPOSED WAITING 
RESTRICTIONS (Pages 151 - 154) 

 
 Comments to advertised proposals. Report Attached 

 

15 CONISTON AVENUE/CRANSTON PARK AVENUE - PROPOSED WAITING 
RESTRICTIONS (Pages 155 - 158) 

 
 Comments to advertised proposals. Report Attached 

 

16 PARSONAGE ROAD, PROPOSED WAITING RESTRICTION (Pages 159 - 162) 
 
 - Comments on advertised proposal. 
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17 BRYANT AVENUE, PROPOSED WAITING RESTRICTION (Pages 163 - 166) 
 
 - Comments on advertised proposals. 

 

18 BURLEIGH CLOSE / ESSEX ROAD, PROPOSED WAITING RESTRICTIONS (Pages 
167 - 170) 

 
 - Comments on advertised proposals. 

 

19 HIGHWAYS SCHEMES APPLICATION (Pages 171 - 178) 
 
 The Committee is requested to consider the report relating to work in progress and 

applications - Report Attached 
 
 

20 TRAFFIC AND PARKING SCHEMES REQUEST WORK PROGRAMME (Pages 179 - 
190) 

 
 The Committee is requested to consider the report relating to minor traffic and parking 

schemes - Report Attached 
 
 

21 URGENT BUSINESS  
 
 To consider any other item in respect of which the Chairman is of the opinion, by 

reason of special circumstances which shall be specified in the minutes, that the item 
should be considered at the meeting as a matter of urgency. 
 

 
 Ian Buckmaster 

Committee Administration & 
Member Support Manager 
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HIGHWAYS 
ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 
14 August 2012 

REPORT 
 

 
 

Subject Heading: 
 
 
 

GIDEA PARK STATION AREA SCHEME 
Final Phase, outcome of public 
consultation 
 

Report Author and contact details: 
 
 
 

Mark Philpotts 
Principal Engineer 
01708 433751 
mark.philpotts@havering.gov.uk 

 
 
 
The subject matter of this report deals with the following Council Objectives 
 

Clean, safe and green borough      [X] 
Excellence in education and learning     [] 
Opportunities for all through economic, social and cultural activity [] 
Value and enhance the life of every individual    [X] 
High customer satisfaction and a stable council tax   [] 

 

 

 

SUMMARY 
 
 

This report sets out the comments received in response to a public consultation on 
proposals for providing a short term drop off/pick up bay, a speed table and an 
accessible bus stop as part of an ongoing improvements package for the area 
around Gidea Park Station. 
 
This scheme is within the Squirrels Heath ward. 
 
 
 
 

Agenda Item 5
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RECOMMENDATIONS  
 
 
 
1. That the Committee having considered the responses and information set 
 out in this report recommends to the Cabinet Member for Community 
 Empowerment that the various elements be implemented as set out in the 
 following report and shown on Drawings; 
 

• QL008-SK05/1 

• QL008-SK05/2 
 
 
2. That it be noted that the estimated cost of £150,000 will be met from the 
 2012/13 Transport for London Local Implementation Plan allocation for the 
 Gidea Park Walkability Project. 
 
   
 
 

REPORT DETAIL 
 
 

1.0 Background 
 
1.1 The Council has been awarded £150,000 by Transport for London through 
 the Local Implementation Plan for the 2012/13 financial year to complete a 
 package of works to improve the area around Gidea Park Station, 
 following funding in the previous 2 financial years. 
 
1.2 The scheme is also intended to compliment the Crossrail scheme, part of 
 which includes Gidea Park as a station served by the route. 
 
1.3 The scheme has been split into 2 phases with Phase 1 being completed 
 during 2010/11 and 2011/12 as follows; 
 

• Renewal of footways in Balgores Lane (outside the shops) and a small 
part of Station Road (opposite the station. The works used natural stone 
(granite) to enhance the Gidea Park Conservation Area; 

 

• Removal of unnecessary street furniture 
 

• New trees  
 

• Complete replacement of street lighting 
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1.4 Phase 2 had been planned to undertake the following works; 
 

• Creation of a dedicated drop off/ pick up bay outside the station entrance 
to allow drivers to stop for a short period of time to pick up/ drop off those 
using the railway (sometimes called “kiss and ride”); provided to reduce 
illegal waiting in the bus stops and on the zig-zags of the zebra crossing; 

 

• A wider footway area outside the station; 
 

• Provision of a loading bay on Station Road, just east of the station to 
allow local businesses to load and unload legally (to reduce illegal 
loading in the bus stops); 

 

• Upgrade of existing bus stops on Station Road so they are fully 
accessible (provision of higher kerbs to meet low floor buses and new 
paving), 

 

• A raised entry table for Fairholme Avenue at its junction with Balgores 
Lane to improve pedestrian access to the shops and station area so that 
pedestrians can cross on a more level surface; 

 

• Further tree planting; 
 

• Further removal of any unnecessary street furniture. 
 
 
1.5 In undertaking further detailed design work it has been shown that the 

provision of both the short term-drop off bay and loading bay is not possible 
because of lack available kerb space and a dropped kerb serving a plot of 
land to the east of the station. Therefore, work has concentrated on the 
short term drop off bay as a facility directly improving access to the station. 

 
1.6 In presenting the scheme to the committee previously (25th January 2011), 

concerns were raised with the proposed widening of the footway outside the 
station and its impact on traffic flow and larger vehicles using the junction 
with Balgores Lane. Staff can confirm that the footway widening fully allows 
2-way traffic to be maintained and indeed, articulated lorries can perform all 
turns at the junction. Drawing QL008-SK03 shows a 16.5m maximum legal 
articulated vehicle performing the turns. 

 
1.7 In taking the scheme forward, the following proposals were advertised, 

along with letters being hand delivered to those potentially affected by the 
proposal and letters sent to statutory and local consultees, along with ward 
councillors; 

 

• Short term drop-off/ pick-up bay outside the station, 5 minutes maximum 
stay. Letters delivered/ sent 31st May 2012, closing date for comments 
22nd June 2012. (Businesses fronting Station Lane) 
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• Speed table in entrance to Fairholme Avenue (Balgores Lane end). 
Letters delivered/ sent 22nd June 2012, closing date 13th July 2012. 
(Businesses either side of junction, and 20 residents in Fairholme 
Avenue) 

 

• These proposals are shown on Drawings QL008-SK05/1 & QL008-SK/2 
 
 
2.0 Outcome of Public Consultation 
 
2.1 By the close of consultation, 1 response had been received from the Public 

Carriage Office of Transport for London making the following comments; 
 

• There is currently a taxi rank on the North side of the station but the 
location of it is not ideal for passengers exiting the station. Although it is 
used for taxi card and other radio work, I would request a taxi rank at the 
main entrance/exit to the station to be included in this scheme so that 
taxis can serve the station. 

 

• How would the proposed set down bay be enforced? There is a danger 
that private hire vehicles would use this bay to illegally ‘rank’ and wait for 
passengers exiting the station. Private Hire Vehicles need to be pre-
booked so we would like some assurance that the bay would not be 
abused. Putting in a taxi rank in a location where there is a sightline for 
passengers exiting the station would also help to avoid this. 

 
 
3.0 Staff Comments 
 
3.1 The intention of the short term bay is to allow all drivers to have an 

opportunity to legally drop of/ pick up passengers for the station rather than 
being tempted to stop in the local bus stops or on the zig-zags of the zebra 
crossing outside the station which is often the case.  

 
3.2 With the zebra crossing, the proposed bay and the existing bus stop there is 

not enough space to physically provide another taxi rank, although taxis will 
of course be able to use the facility to drop off and pick up for up to 5 
minutes. 

 
3.3 Private hire vehicles will also be able to use the bay for drop off and pick up 

as any other driver, but the maximum stay is set at 5 minutes which is 
enough to help passengers unload from vehicles, but also means that the 
enforcement team can easily ensure that motorists are not stopping for too 
long. 

 
3.4 As stated in the response from TfL, there is already a taxi-rank serving the 

station and so the scheme does not diminish any existing facility. 
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3.4 Given that another taxi rank cannot physically be provided and in the 
absence of any other comments, Staff recommend that the scheme 
proceeds to construction. 

 
 
 

  IMPLICATIONS AND RISKS 
 
 
 
Financial implications and risks: 
The estimated cost of £150,000 will be met from the 2012/13 Transport for London 
Local Implementation Plan allocation for the Gidea Park Walkability Project. 
 
 
Legal implications and risks: 
Parking bays and speed tables require advertisement and consultation before a 
decision can be made on their implementation. 
 
Bus Stop Clearways do not require traffic orders, but Department for Transport 
guidance suggests that local consultations should take place. 
 
 
Human Resources implications and risks: 
None. 
 
 
Equalities Implications and Risks: 
The provision of purpose-designed dropping off and loading facilities can reduce 
the incidence of illegal parking in bus stops and on pedestrian crossings which can 
cause safety and accessibility problems. 
 
The provision of fully accessible bus stops assists with making public transport 
more inclusive to all sectors of the community. The Council has a general duty 
under the Equality Act 2010 to ensure that its highway network is accessible to all, 
but especially where infrastructure is provided or substantially upgraded. 
 
Good quality footways, reduced street clutter, level road crossing points and 
improved street lighting can help pedestrians of all abilities to negotiate the public 
realm. Good street lighting can assist with pedestrians and drivers being able to 
clearly see each other at night. This also contributes to the Council’s general duty 
under the Equality Act 2010. 
 
 
 
 

BACKGROUND PAPERS 
 

 

 
Project Scheme File Ref: QL008 – Gidea Park Walkability 
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HIGHWAYS 
ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 
14 August 2012 

REPORT 
 

 
 

Subject Heading: 
 
 
 

RAINHAM INTERCHANGE 
Traffic Regulation and Parking Scheme 
Outcome of public consultation 
 

Report Author and contact details: 
 
 
 

Mark Philpotts 
Principal Engineer 
01708 433751 
mark.philpotts@havering.gov.uk 

 
 
 
The subject matter of this report deals with the following Council Objectives 
 

Clean, safe and green borough      [X] 
Excellence in education and learning     [] 
Opportunities for all through economic, social and cultural activity [] 
Value and enhance the life of every individual    [X] 
High customer satisfaction and a stable council tax   [] 

 

 

 

SUMMARY 
 
 

This report sets out the comments received in response to a public consultation on 
proposals for regulating traffic use in the Rainham Interchange and for a local 
parking control scheme. 
 
This scheme is within the Rainham & Wennington ward. 
 
 
 
 
 

Agenda Item 6
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RECOMMENDATIONS  
 
 
 
1. That the Committee having considered the responses and information set 
 out in this report recommends to the Cabinet Member for Community 
 Empowerment that the various elements be implemented as set out in the 
 following report and shown on Drawing; 
 

• QK019/501 
 
 
2. That it be noted that the estimated cost of £4,800 will be met from the 

2012/13 Transport for London Local Implementation Plan allocation for the 
Rainham Traffic Management Scheme. 

   
 
 

REPORT DETAIL 
 
 

1.0 Background 
 
1.1 As part of a programme of investment in Rainham (the  “Rainham Compass” 

programme), a new bus interchange (the Rainham, Interchange) has been 
built adjacent to Rainham Station to better connect bus services with rail 
services. The scheme will also assist with the delivery of a one-way system 
and new parking facilities in Upminster Road South as it provides a 
turnaround point for bus route 103, which currently uses the roads looping 
around the war memorial in Rainham Village. 

  
1.2 Two new roads have been created as part of the scheme; “Old Station 

Lane” and “Celtic Farm Road”; forming a loop between the junction with 
Ferry Lane/ Broadway and Ferry Lane (by the station). Celtic Farm Road is 
intended to be reserved for use by buses and cyclists accessing the station. 

 
1.3 The land within the area created by the new and existing roads is a plot 

earmarked for the development of a new library for Rainham, which has a 
planning consent in place. 

 
1.4 In order serve the Rainham Interchange and the library site, the following 

controls were proposed (as shown on Drawing QK019/501); 
 

• Celtic Farm Road restricted to buses and cyclists and subject to one-way 
working between Old Station Lane and Ferry Lane, 

 

• Provision of a bus stand and a bus stop in Celtic Farm Road; 
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• Old Station Lane, Celtic Farm Road and Ferry Lane (by the station 
entrance) subject to at any time waiting restrictions (double yellow lines); 

 

• Provide a loading bay in a new lay-by on the western side of Ferry Lane to 
serve the library site and to be in operation Monday to Saturday, 8:30am to 
6:30pm, 20 minutes stay with no return within 1 hour; 

 

• Provide blue badge parking bays on Ferry Lane with 1 in the new lay-by on 
the western side of the road and 4 on the eastern side of the road to serve 
the library and the general area and to be in operation Monday to Saturday, 
8:30am to 6:30pm, 3 hour stay with no return within 1 hour; 

 
 
1.5 The proposals were advertised on 4th May 2012, with a closing date of 25th 

May 2012. In addition, site notices were displayed. Statutory and local 
consultees, including The Phoenix Public House, were sent a letter outlining 
the proposals.  

 
 
2.0 Outcome of Public Consultation 
 
2.1 By the close of consultation, 1 response had been received from the Public 

Carriage Office of Transport for London, requesting that Celtic Farm Road 
also allows taxis to use it (London Black Cabs).  

 
 
3.0 Staff Comments 
 
3.1 The Rainham Interchange was designed for buses to stand and stop within 

in order to serve the station. Staff are concerned that allowing taxis to use 
Celtic Farm Road for access and to stop within would interfere with bus 
operations. The PCO were requested to confer with London Buses on the 
matter, but no further comments were received. Taxis are able to stop within 
the station forecourt area. 

 
3.2 Given that no other matters have been raised, Staff recommend that the 

scheme being implemented as advertised to ensure the Rainham 
Interchange becomes fully operational in the autumn of 2012; and to 
facilitate the future operation of the library. 

 
 
 

  IMPLICATIONS AND RISKS 
 
 
 
Financial implications and risks: 
The estimated cost of £4,800 will be met from the 2012/13 Transport for London 
Local Implementation Plan allocation for the Rainham Traffic Management 
Scheme. 
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Legal implications and risks: 
Prescribed Routes (one-way streets, vehicle type restrictions), parking restrictions, 
blue badge-holder parking bays and loading bays require advertisement and public 
consultation before a decision can be made on implementation. 
 
Bus Stop Clearways do not require traffic orders, but Department for Transport 
guidance suggests that local consultations should take place. 
 
 
Human Resources implications and risks: 
None. 
 
 
Equalities Implications and Risks: 
Parking places for Blue badge-holders are reserved for the sole use of those 
correctly displaying a blue badge. 
 
The provision of fully accessible bus stops assists with making public transport 
more inclusive to all sectors of the community. The Council has a general duty 
under the Equality Act 2010 to ensure that its highway network is accessible to all, 
but especially where infrastructure is provided or substantially upgraded. 
 
 
 

BACKGROUND PAPERS 
 

 

 
Project Scheme File Ref:  
QK019 Rainham Interchange/ Library Site 
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HIGHWAYS 
ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 
14 August 2012 

REPORT 
 

 
 

Subject Heading: 
 
 
 

ACADEMY FIELDS ROAD 
DEVELOPMENT 
20mph Zone and One-Way Road 
outcome of public consultation 
 

Report Author and contact details: 
 
 
 

Mark Philpotts 
Principal Engineer 
01708 433751 
mark.philpotts@havering.gov.uk 

 
 
 
The subject matter of this report deals with the following Council Objectives 
 

Clean, safe and green borough      [X] 
Excellence in education and learning     [] 
Opportunities for all through economic, social and cultural activity [] 
Value and enhance the life of every individual    [X] 
High customer satisfaction and a stable council tax   [] 

 

 

 

SUMMARY 
 
 

This report sets out the outcome to a public consultation on proposals to make the 
roads within the Academy Fields Road development subject to a 20mph Zone and 
to make a section of Academy Fields Road one-way. 
 
This scheme is within the Squirrels Heath ward. 
 
 
 
 

Agenda Item 7
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RECOMMENDATIONS  
 
 
 
1. That the Committee having considered the responses and information set 
 out in this report recommends to the Cabinet Member for Community 
 Empowerment that the various elements be implemented as set out in the 
 following report and shown on Drawings; 
 

• QA647/02/03B 
 
 
2. Developers contribute 10% of the cost of the development road works as 
 Section 38/278 Highways Act Agreement contributions, for the adoption of 

the roads listed above. The 
 estimated cost of £1,000 for the implementation of the works detailed in this 
 report can be met from these contributions. 
 
   
 
 

REPORT DETAIL 
 
 

1.0 Background 
 
1.1 Academy Fields Road, Academy Fields Close, Oxford Close and Scholars 

Way form a self-contained residential estate accessed via 2 junctions with 
Heath Park Road.  

 
1.2 The estate is traffic calmed and was intended to be a 20mph Zone. In 

addition a section of Academy Fields Road is constructed as a one-way loop 
running between the eastern and western junctions with Heath Park Road. 
The site has been signed with this regime for some years prior to adoption 
as a public highway in September 2011. 

 
1.3 In order that the 20mph Zone and one-way loop is enforceable, the 

appropriate Traffic Regulations Orders are required to be in place. Before a 
decision can be taken on the introduction of TROs statutory advertisement 
of the proposals is required. 

 
1.4  The draft TROs were displayed on site and advertised on 6th July 2012 with 

a closing date for comments being 27th July 2012. Copies of the draft TROs 
were also sent to statutory consultees. Individual letters were not sent to 
residents within the development given that the estate has been operating 
with the appropriate signage in place for years. 
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2.0 Outcome of Public Consultation 
 
2.1 By the close of consultation, no responses were received. 
 
 
3.0 Staff Comments 
 
3.1 The estate has been operating with 20mph Zone and one-way signage in 

place for some time. As these proposals seek to regularise what is already 
in place, Staff recommend that the TROs be made and put into operation. 

 
 

 
  IMPLICATIONS AND RISKS 

 
 
 
Financial implications and risks: 
The estimated cost of £1,000 will be met from the developer’s S38/278 Highways 
Act Agreement contribution to road adoptions. 
 
 
Legal implications and risks: 
20mph Zones and one-way streets require the advertisement of Traffic Regulation 
Orders before a decision can be made on their implementation. 
 
 
Human Resources implications and risks: 
None. 
 
 
Equalities Implications and Risks: 
20mph Zones can help reduce traffic speeds and the risk of collisions, especially 
involving vulnerable users. Older and younger people find it more difficult to judge 
traffic speed and they are especially at risk of being involved in a collision. 
 
The Council has a general duty under the Equality Act 2010 to ensure that its 
highway network is accessible to all, but especially where infrastructure is provided 
or substantially upgraded. The implementation of road safety measures assist the 
Council in meeting its duty under the Act. 
 
 
 
 

BACKGROUND PAPERS 
 

 

 
Project Scheme File Ref: QA647 Former Francis Bardsley School Site 
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HIGHWAYS 
ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 
14 August 2012 

REPORT 
 

 
 

Subject Heading: 
 
 
 

BRIAR ROAD ENVIRONMENTAL 
IMPROVEMENTS 
Waverley Crescent and Myrtle Road 
Traffic Calming & Zebra Crossing 
Proposals 
outcome of public consultation 
 

Report Author and contact details: 
 
 
 

Mark Philpotts 
Principal Engineer 
01708 433751 
mark.philpotts@havering.gov.uk 

 
 
 
The subject matter of this report deals with the following Council Objectives 
 

Clean, safe and green borough      [X] 
Excellence in education and learning     [] 
Opportunities for all through economic, social and cultural activity [] 
Value and enhance the life of every individual    [X] 
High customer satisfaction and a stable council tax   [] 

 

 

 

SUMMARY 
 
 

This report sets out the outcome to a public consultation on proposals for providing 
traffic calming in Waverley Crescent and Myrtle Road, and a zebra crossing in 
Myrtle Road as part of a larger environmental improvements package for the Briar 
Estate area. 
 
This scheme is within the Heaton ward. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS  
 
 
 
1. That the Committee having considered the responses and information set 
 out in this report recommends to the Cabinet Member for Community 
 Empowerment that the various elements be implemented as set out in the 
 following report and shown on Drawings; 
 

• QL018/MR/101A (Waverley Crescent) 

• QL018/MR/102A (Myrtle Road) 

• QL018/MR/103A (Myrtle Road) 
 
 
2. That it be noted that the estimated cost of £52,000 will be met from the 
 2012/13 Transport for London Local Implementation Plan allocation for the 
 Briar Road Area Environmental Improvements Package. 
 
   
 
 

REPORT DETAIL 
 
 

1.0 Background 
 
1.1 The Council has been allocated £100,000 by Transport for London through 

the Local Implementation Plan for the 2012/13 financial year towards 
environmental improvements for the Briar Estate, which is a larger 
regeneration and housing project area forming part of the Harold Hill 
Ambitions programme – the Briar Estate Renewal Project. 

 
1.2 The Briar Estate is made up of 1,200 homes and has more than 4,000 

residents, tenants and owners. The estate has some particular issues 
relating to the quality of some of the housing in the area, the layout of the 
streets, alleyways and parking.  

 
1.3 The outcome of a consultation with residents in 2009 demonstrated that 

local people wanted to see significant improvements to the Briar Estate and 
to keep the vast majority of the estate as it is.  

 
1.4 In March 2010, the Council’s and Homes in Havering's ten point 

Improvements Action Plan for the Briar Estate was positively received at a 
series of meetings attended by 180 residents, who also came up with some 
ideas and constructive feedback.  
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1.5 The proposals within the improvements plan include:  
 

• Retention of the vast majority of the estate:  

• Decent Homes for tenants  

• Advice and assistance to homeowners to make essential improvements 
and repairs 

• Better use of green spaces  

• Better parking closer to where people live  

• Improved street lighting  

• Improved pavements, kerbs and roads  

• Making narrow and unsafe pathways safe  

• Improved shopping area and possible 'village square'  

• New recreational and play facilities on Bosworth Field and Faringdon 
Avenue  

• Discussions with residents on redevelopment of small areas of 
underused land with new homes  

• Improvements to Betty Strathern Centre  
 
 
1.6 In June / July 2010, local residents were invited to a 'round table' meeting to 

work out the detailed changes for each area.  Present at the meeting were 
officers from the Council, Homes in Havering and landscape designers. 

 
1.7 In terms of highways issues, a wider programme is being developed, but 
 initial work has centred on Waverley Crescent and Myrtle Road (which form 
 a route through the estate) which was a  concern amongst residents in terms 
 of traffic speed and crossing Myrtle Road to access Bosworth Field; 
 especially as improvements are planned to enhance the field and increase 
 its use. In addition, a package of street lighting improvements to the route is 
 currently being planned. 
 
1.8 In addressing these concerns, Staff have designed a scheme to traffic calm 

the route using road humps and to provide a raised zebra crossing on Myrtle 
Road, by Bosworth Field. The locations and details are as follows and all 
features would be nominally 75mm in height with a maximum height of 
100mm; 

 

Feature Location 

Road Hump Waverley Crescent, approximately 10 metres north of its 
junction with Briar Road; 
 

Road Hump Waverley Crescent, outside No. 53 
 

Road Hump Myrtle Road, outside No. 60 
 

Road Hump Myrtle Road, approximately 16 metres north-east of its 
junction with Saddleworth Road 
 

Road Hump Myrtle Road, approximately 10 metres west of its 
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junction with Cloudberry Road 
 

Road Hump Myrtle Road, approximately 10 metres south-west of its 
junction with Chatteris Avenue 
 

Zebra Crossing 
on a raised 
speed table 
 

approximately 35 metres south-west of the western 
boundary of No. 24 Myrtle Road 

 
 The proposals are shown on Drawings QL018-MR-101A, 102A and 103A. 
 
 
1.9 Approximately 250 Letters were hand-delivered to those potentially affected 
 by the proposals, with copies being sent to statutory and local consultees, 
 along with ward & HAC members on 2nd July 2012. The closing date for 
 comments was 27th July 2012. In addition notices were advertised and 
 displayed on site. 
 
 
2.0 Outcome of Public Consultation 
 
2.1 By the close of consultation, 1 response had been received from a resident 

who commented as follows; 
 

• Considered the scheme to be a good idea, 

• Felt that there was insufficient traffic volume for a zebra crossing, but 
agreed with the raised table, 

• Felt that the area should be incorporated into the 20mph Zone for 
Chatteris Avenue and that this would mean people would drive at an 
appropriate speed for the humps, reduce wear on the road markings and 
make parked vehicles easier to negotiate. 

 
 
3.0 Staff Comments 
 
3.1 The zebra crossing was proposed to enable pedestrians to positively gain 

priority over traffic at a key location, especially with the planned 
improvements to Bosworth Field. Its provision on a raised speed table will 
make crossing the road more accessible to all. 

 
3.2 Whilst Staff agree that a 20mph Zone would be a good addition to the 

scheme, it would require the other side roads leading from Waverley 
Crescent and Myrtle Road to be traffic calmed and be included as well. If 
this was not the case, the 20mph speed limit would be on the main route 
with the 30mph limit applying to smaller roads which is not a consistent or 
appropriate approach to the setting of speed limits. 

 
3.3 The current proposals are the first stage of a wider programme and subject 

to funding, a 20mph Zone may become feasible in the future. Given the 
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absence of any other comments, Staff recommend that the scheme 
proceeds to implementation. 

 
 

 
 

  IMPLICATIONS AND RISKS 
 
 
 
Financial implications and risks: 
The estimated cost of £52,000 will be met from the 2012/13 Transport for London 
Local Implementation Plan allocation for the Briar Estate Environmental 
Improvements Package 
 
 
Legal implications and risks: 
Road humps, speed tables and zebra crossings require advertisement and 
consultation before a decision can be made on their implementation. 
 
 
Human Resources implications and risks: 
None. 
 
 
Equalities Implications and Risks: 
Traffic calming can help reduce traffic speeds and the risk of collisions, especially 
involving vulnerable users. Older and younger people find it more difficult to judge 
traffic speed and they are especially at risk of being involved in a collision. 
 
The Council has a general duty under the Equality Act 2010 to ensure that its 
highway network is accessible to all, but especially where infrastructure is provided 
or substantially upgraded. A level road crossing at a key pedestrian crossing point 
(to access Bosworth Field) will improve access for all and assist the Council in 
meeting its duty under the Act. 
 
 
 
 

BACKGROUND PAPERS 
 

 

 
Project Scheme File Ref:  
QL018 Briar Road Estate Environment Improvements Package 
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HIGHWAYS
ADVISORY
COMMITTEE
14 August 2012 

REPORT

Subject Heading: UPMINSTER ACCIDENT REDUCTION 
PROGRAMME – WINGLETYE LANE  
PROPOSED SAFETY IMPROVEMENTS 
(THE OUTCOME OF PUBLIC 
CONSULTATION)

CMT Lead: Cynthia Griffin 

Report Author and contact details: SIVA Velup 
Senior Engineer 
01708 433142 
velup.siva@havering.gov.uk

The subject matter of this report deals with the following Council Objectives 
Clean, safe and green borough      [X] 
Excellence in education and learning     [] 
Opportunities for all through economic, social and cultural activity []
Value and enhance the life of every individual    [X] 
High customer satisfaction and a stable council tax   [X] 

SUMMARY

Wingletye Lane – Upminster Accident Reduction Programme was one of the 
schemes approved by Transport for London for funding. A feasibility study has 
recently been carried out to identify safety improvements in the area and 
pedestrian refuges, coloured surfacing, 30mph roundel, white keep clear bar and 
slow road markings are proposed.

A public consultation has been carried out and this report details the finding of the 
feasibility study, public consultation and recommends that the above safety 
improvements be approved.

The scheme is within Emerson Park and St Andrews wards. 

Agenda Item 9
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RECOMMENDATIONS

1.   That the Committee having considered the representations made 
recommends to the Cabinet Member for Community Empowerment that the 
following safety improvements be implemented as shown on the relevant 
drawings.

(a) Pedestrian refuge, coloured surfacing, 30mph roundel, white keep clear 
bar markings and slow road markings along Wingletye Lane outside 
Campion School as shown on Drawing No.QL006/W/1. 

(b) Wider pedestrian refuge, tactile pavings and slow road markings along 
Wingletye Lane outside Havering College as shown on Drawing No. 
QL006/W/2.

2. That, it be noted that the estimated cost of £30,000 can be met from the 
Transport for London’s (TfL) 2012/13 financial year allocation to Havering 
for Accident Reduction Programme. 

REPORT DETAIL 

1.0  Background 

1.1 In October 2011, Transport for London approved funding for a number of 
Accident Reduction Programmes as part of 2012/13 Havering Borough 
Spending Plan settlement. Wingletye Lane – Accident Reduction 
Programme was one of the schemes approved by TfL. A feasibility study 
has been carried out to identify accident remedial measures in the area. 
The feasibility study has now been completed and has looked at ways of 
reducing accidents and it is considered that the safety improvements, as 
described in the recommendations will improve road safety. In January 
2012, Highways Advisory Committee approved this scheme in principle for 
public consultation. 

1.2 The Government and Transport for London have set draft targets for 2020 
to reduce Killed or Serious injury accidents (KSI) by 33%; Child KSIs by 
50%; pedestrian and cyclist KSI’s by 50% from the baseline of the average 
number of casualties for 2004-08. The Wingletye Lane Accident Reduction 
Programme will help to meet these targets. 

Survey Results 

1.3 Traffic surveys showed that two-way traffic flows are up to 1200 vehicles 
per hour during peak periods along Wingletye Lane. 
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    A speed survey was carried out and the results are as follows. 

Location 85%ile Speed 

 (mph) 

Highest Speed

(mph)

Northbound Southbound Northbound Southbound 

Wingletye Lane by 
Campion School 

34 32 37 36

The 85th percentile speed is the speed not exceeded by 85% of vehicles 
and is the measure of speed recommended by the Government for the 
design of traffic management schemes. The speed limit along Wingletye 
Lane is 30mph. The speed survey showed that the vehicle speeds were 
higher than the speed limit along these roads. 

   
Accidents

1.4  In the four-year period to December 2011, sixteen personal injury accidents 
(PIAs) were recorded along Wingletye Lane. Of the sixteen PIAs in 
Wingletye Lane, one was serious; two were speed related; four were 
occurred during the hours of darkness and three involved pedestrians.  

     
Location

Fatal Serious Slight Total 
PIAs

Ardleigh Green Road

In the vicinity of Campion 
School and Grassmere Road 
junction

0 0 4
(1-Ped)

4

Essex Gardens junction 0 0 1
  (1-Dark)

1

Between Essex Gardens and 
Hubbards Chase 

0 0 1 1

Braemar Gardens Junction 0 0 1 1

Parkstone Avenue Junction 0 0 3
(1-Ped)

(1-Speed)

3

Poole Road Junction 0 0 1 1

Lee Garden Avenue Junction 0 1
(1-Dark)

(1-Speed)

0 1

In the vicinity of Havering 
College and Minster Way 
Junction

0 1 4
(2-Dark)
(2-Ped)

4

Total 0 1 15 16

Proposals
1.5    The following safety improvements are proposed along Wingletye Lane to 

reduce vehicle speeds and minimise accidents. 

! Wingletye Lane outside the Campion School 
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 (Drawing No. QL006/W/1) 
Pedestrian refuge, coloured surfacing, 30mph roundel, white keep clear
bar and slow road markings as shown. 

! Wingletye Lane outside Havering College  
 (Drawing No.QL006/W/2) 

Wider pedestrian refuge, tactile pavings and slow road markings as 
shown.

2.0 Outcome of public consultation 

2.1 Following Highways Advisory Committee approval for a public consultation 
in January 2012, letters, describing the proposals were delivered to local 
residents / occupiers. Emergency Services, bus companies and cycling 
representatives were also consulted on the proposals. 

2.2 Approximately, 150 letters were delivered by hand to the area affected by 
the proposals. Comments to the Principal Engineer by Friday 20th July 2012 
were invited. One written response from resident was received and 
supported the scheme.

3.0 Staff comments and conclusions 

3.1  The accident analysis indicated that sixteen personal injury accidents (PIAs) 
were recorded along Wingletye Lane. Speed survey showed that vehicles 
are travelling above the speed limit. The proposed safety improvements 
would minimise accidents on either end of Wingletye Lane where most 
accidents occurred. Further measures are not necessary at present and 
could be considered at a later date if required. It is therefore recommended 
that the proposed safety improvements in the recommendation should be 
recommended for implementation. 

IMPLICATIONS AND RISKS 

Financial implications and risks: 
The estimated cost of the proposals is £30,000. Wingletye Lane is one of the 
schemes approved by TfL which is to be implemented from Havering’s 2012/13 
allocation for Accident Reduction Programme. This scheme is fully funded by TfL. 

Legal Implications and Risks 
None of the proposals require a traffic order. They can all be implemented using 
the Council’s highway management powers.

Human Resource Implications and Risks 
None directly attributable to the proposals. 
Equalities and Social Inclusion 
There would be some visual impact from the proposals, however these proposals
would generally improve safety for both pedestrians and vehicles. 
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1. Public consultation Letter. 
2. Public consultation responses. 
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HIGHWAYS
ADVISORY
COMMITTEE
14 August 2012 

REPORT

Subject Heading: JUNCTION ROAD – PROPOSED HUMPED 
ZEBRA CROSSING (THE OUTCOME OF 
PUBLIC CONSULTATION) 

Report Author and contact details: SIVA Velup 
Senior Engineer 
01708 433142 
velup.siva@havering.gov.uk

The subject matter of this report deals with the following Council Objectives 

Clean, safe and green borough      [X] 
Excellence in education and learning     [] 
Opportunities for all through economic, social and cultural activity []
Value and enhance the life of every individual    [X] 
High customer satisfaction and a stable council tax   [X] 

SUMMARY

Junction Road – Humped zebra crossing was one of the schemes approved by 
Transport for London for funding. A feasibility study has recently been carried out 
to identify pedestrian facilities along Junction Road and humped zebra crossing is 
proposed. A public consultation has been carried out and this report details the 
finding of the feasibility study, public consultation results and recommends that the 
above proposal be approved.

This scheme is within Romford Town Ward. 

Agenda Item 10

Page 53



Highways Advisory Committee, 14 August 2012

RECOMMENDATIONS

1.   That the Committee having considered the representations made 
recommends to the Cabinet Member for Community Empowerment that 
humped zebra crossing along Junction Road by Western Road detailed in 
this report and shown on Drawing No: QL005/J/1 be implemented.

2.   That, it be noted that the estimated cost of £20,000 can be met from the 
Transport for London’s (TfL) 2012/13 financial year allocation to Havering 
for Accident Reduction Programme.

REPORT DETAIL 

1.0   Background 

1.1 In October 2011, Transport for London approved funding for a number of 
Accident Reduction Programmes as part of 2012/13 Havering Borough 
Spending Plan settlement. Junction Road Pedestrian facilities was one of 
the schemes approved by TfL. A feasibility study has been carried out to 
identify pedestrian facilities. The feasibility study has now been completed 
and has looked at ways of providing pedestrian facilities and it is considered 
that humped zebra crossing, as described in the recommendations will 
improve road safety and provide pedestrian facilities. In January 2012, 
Highways Advisory Committee approved this scheme in principle for public 
consultation.

1.2 The Government and Transport for London have set draft targets for 2020 
to reduce Killed or Serious injury accidents (KSI) by 33%; Child KSIs by 
50%; pedestrian and cyclist KSI’s by 50% from the baseline of the average 
number of casualties for 2004-08. The Junction Road Accident Reduction 
Programme will help to meet these targets. 

Proposals

1.3  It is proposed to provide humped zebra crossing along Junction Road 
shown on Drawing No: QL005/J/1. The proposal would provide pedestrian 
facility and improve road safety in the area.

2.0 Results of public consultations 

2.1     Following Highways Advisory Committee approval for a public consultation 
in January 2012, letters, describing the proposals were delivered to local 
residents / occupiers. Emergency Services, bus companies and cycling 
representatives were also consulted on the proposals.  Approximately, 200 
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Highways Advisory Committee, 14 August 2012

letters were delivered by hand to the area affected by the proposals. 
Comments to the Principal Engineer by Friday 13th July 2012 were invited.
Twelve written responses from Metropolitan Police, London Buses, Local 
Members and residents were received and the comments are summarised 
in the Appendix.

3.0 Staff comments and conclusions 

3.1  The proposed humped zebra crossing would improve pedestrian facility and  
reduce vehicles speed in the area. Majority of respondents supported the 
scheme. It is therefore recommended that the proposed measures in the 
recommendation should be approved for implementation.  

IMPLICATIONS AND RISKS 

Financial implications and risks: 

The estimated cost of the proposal is £20,000 which can be met from the 
Transport for London’s (TfL) 2012/13 financial year allocation to Havering for 
Accident Reduction Programme.  

Legal Implications and Risks 

None of the proposals require a traffic order. They can all be implemented using 
the Council’s highway management powers.

Human Resource Implications and Risks 

None directly attributable to the proposals. 

Equalities and Social Inclusion 

There would be some visual impact from the humped zebra crossing, however the 
proposal would generally improve safety for both pedestrians and vehicles. 

CHERYL COPPELL
Chief Executive
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BACKGROUND PAPERS 

1. Public consultation Letter. 
2. Public consultation responses. 
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Highways Advisory Committee, 14 August 2012

APPENDIX 
SUMMARY OF RESPONSE 

RESPONSE 
REF:

COMMENTS STAFF COMMENTS 

QL005/J/1
(Metropolitan
Police) 

Have no issues with the plans 
as presented.  - 

QL005/J/2
(London
Buses)

London buses have no 
comments on this proposal. -

QL005/J/3
(Local
Member)

This is exactly the spot for it as 
most pedestrians are trying to 
reach the surgery. The humped 
crossing also will deter too high 
an approach speed to the 
junction with Western Road. 

-

QL005/J/4
(Local
Member)

Support the scheme.   
-

QL005/J/5
(Local
Member)

Happy with this proposal.
-

QL005/J/6
(17, Junction 
Road)

- Would very much like to 
welcome this proposal as it will 
bring the vehicles speed down 
and increase the safety of 
pedestrians.
- Request for another hump 
near Dolphin Way.

Staff confirmed the exact speed 
cushion location.    

Since large vehicles access this area 
, particularly Dolphin Approach, it is 
not advisable to provide the hump at 
this location. 

QL005/J/7
(34 Junction 
Road)

It is an excellent idea, long 
overdue, desperately needed 
and a very good use of public 
money.

-

QL005/J/8
(59/59A
Junction
Road)

- Delighted that there is to be a 
humped zebra and I see the 
proposed site seems the most 
appropriate.
- Request for speed table 
outside Watermans and Drop off 
place for Medical Centre.   

- Further measures including these 
requests could be considered at a 
later date if necessary.

QL005/J/9
(63 Junction 
Road)

-Would be a great safety 
advantage on Junction Road in 
respect of drivers and 
pedestrians.
- Request for parking - Parking restrictions are already in 
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enforcement by large lorries and 
vans in the area.

place. Parking team will be advised 
to carry out further enforcement in 
the area.

QL005/J/10 This is an excellent idea and 
probably should have been 
done years ago.  

-

QL005/J/11 -Since I moved, the Council 
spoke about providing a safe 
mean of crossing Junction 
Road. It is more difficult and 
dangerous to cross the road. 
- Please now just get on with it. 

-

QL005/J/12
(Petition with 
sixteen
signatures)

Although long overdue, but very 
welcome, it is does not address 
the problem of traffic speeding 
between Western Road and 
Carlton Road.

A separate response sent to the 
resident.
This scheme intended to provide 
pedestrian facilities along Junction 
Road. Further investigations could be 
carried out to identify speeding 
problems along Junction Road 
between Western Road and Carlton 
Road. Further measures could be 
considered at a later date if 
necessary.

Page 58



Page 59



Page 60

This page is intentionally left blank



HIGHWAYS
ADVISORY
COMMITTEE
14 August 2012 

REPORT

Subject Heading: EMERSON PARK ACCIDENT REDUCTION 
PROGRAMME – ARDLEIGH GREEN ROAD 
/ SQUIRRELS HEATH ROAD / SLEWINS 
LANE PROPOSED SAFETY 
IMPROVEMENTS (THE OUTCOME OF 
PUBLIC CONSULTATION)  

CMT Lead: Cynthia Griffin 

Report Author and contact details: SIVA Velup 
Senior Engineer 
01708 433142 
velup.siva@havering.gov.uk

The subject matter of this report deals with the following Council Objectives 
Clean, safe and green borough      [X] 
Excellence in education and learning     [] 
Opportunities for all through economic, social and cultural activity []
Value and enhance the life of every individual    [X] 
High customer satisfaction and a stable council tax   [X] 

SUMMARY

Ardleigh Green Road, Squirrels Heath Road and Slewins Lane – Emerson Park 
Accident Reduction Programme was one of the schemes approved by Transport 
for London for funding. A feasibility study has recently been carried out to identify 
safety improvements in the area and pedestrian refuge, pedestrian refuge upgrade, 
speed tables, speed cushions, minor carriageway widening and patching works, 
coloured surfacing, vehicle activated sign relocation, centreline hatch and slow 
road markings are proposed. 

A public consultation has been carried out and this report details the finding of the 
feasibility study, public consultation and recommends that the above safety 
improvements be approved.

Agenda Item 11
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The scheme is within Squirrels Heath, Emerson Park and Harold Wood wards. 

RECOMMENDATIONS

1.   That the Committee having considered the representations made 
recommends to the Cabinet Member for Community Empowerment that the 
following safety improvements be implemented as shown on the relevant 
drawings.

Ardleigh Green Road 
(a) Wider pedestrian refuges along Ardleigh Green Road and pedestrian 

refuge upgrade along Squirrels Heath Lane at the Ardleigh Green Road 
/ Squirrels Heath Lane junction (Drawing No.QL001/A/1) 

(b) Pedestrian refuge along Ardleigh Green Road outside All Saints Church 
(Drawing No.QL001/A/2)

(c) Speed cushions along Ardleigh Green Road approaches and entry 
speed table along Nelmes Way (Drawing No.QL001/A/3) 

(d) Pedestrian refuge with tactile pavings along Ardleigh Green Road by 
Wotton Close (Drawing No.QL001/A/4).

(e) Minor carriageway patching works (Drawing No.QL001/A/5)   

Squirrels Heath Road 
(f) Pedestrian refuge, speed table, minor carriageway widening, coloured 

surfacing, centreline hatch and slow road markings (Drawing 
No.QL001/SQ/1)

Slewins Lane 
2. That, the Committee having considered the representations made for 

Slewins Lane scheme as set out in Appendix1 and Appendix2 to this report 
decides either;  
(a) To recommend to the Cabinet Member for Community Empowerment 

that pedestrian refuge, entry speed tables, centreline hatch and slow 
markings as shown on Drawing Nos. QL001/S/1 and QL001/S/2 be 
implemented;  
or

 (b)  the Slewins Lane scheme be rejected; 
or

 (c) the Head of Streetcare investigates alternative measures. 

3. That, the Committee having considered the representations made in 
response to the public consultation process, recommends to the Cabinet 
Member for Community Empowerment that the following amended 
proposals be implemented. 

 (a) vehicle activated sign along Squirrels Heath Road moved to a new 
location as shown on Drawing No. QL001/SQ/1. 

 (b)  Pedestrian refuge along Walden Way moved towards Slewins Lane as      
shown on Drawing No. QL001/S/2.
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4. That, it be noted that the estimated costs of £70,000 and £45,000 with and 
without Slewins Lane scheme respectively, can be met from the Transport 
for London’s (TfL) 2012/13 financial year allocation to Havering for Accident 
Reduction Programme. 

REPORT DETAIL 

1.0  Background 

1.1 In October 2011, Transport for London approved funding for a number of 
Accident Reduction Programmes as part of 2012/13 Havering Borough 
Spending Plan settlement. Ardleigh Green Road / Squirrels Heath Road / 
Slewins Lane – Accident Reduction Programme was one of the schemes 
approved by TfL. A feasibility study has been carried out to identify accident 
remedial measures in the area. The feasibility study has now been 
completed and has looked at ways of reducing accidents and it is 
considered that the safety improvements, as described in the 
recommendations will improve road safety. In January 2012, Highways 
Advisory Committee approved this scheme in principle for public 
consultation.

1.2 The Government and Transport for London have set draft targets for 2020 
to reduce Killed or Serious injury accidents (KSI) by 33%; Child KSIs by 
50%; pedestrian and cyclist KSI’s by 50% from the baseline of the average 
number of casualties for 2004-08. The Ardleigh Green Road, Squirrels 
Heath Road and Slewins Lane Accident Reduction Programme will help to 
meet these targets. 

Survey Results 

1.3 Traffic surveys showed that two-way traffic flows are up to 1000 vehicles 
per hour during peak periods along Ardleigh Green Road, Squirrels Heath 
Road and Slewins Lane. 

    A speed survey was carried out and the results are as follows. 

Location 85%ile Speed 

 (mph) 

Highest Speed

(mph)

Northbound

/Eastbound 

Southbound

/Westbound 

Northbound

/Eastbound 

Southbound

/Westbound 

Ardleigh Green Road 
by Wootton Close 

36 37 40 42

Squirrels Heath Road  
by Beltinge Road 

32 33 38 37

Slewins Lane by 
Canenham Gardens 

33 34 39 38

The 85th percentile speed is the speed not exceeded by 85% of vehicles 
and is the measure of speed recommended by the Government for the 
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design of traffic management schemes. The speed limit along Ardleigh 
Green Road, Squirrels Heath Road and Slewins Lane is 30mph. The speed 
survey showed that the vehicle speeds were higher than the speed limit 
along these roads. 

   
Accidents

1.4  In the four-year period to December 2011, thirty three, nine and nine 
personal injury accidents (PIAs) were recorded along Ardleigh Green Road, 
Squirrels Heath Road and Slewins Lane. Of the thirty three PIAs in Ardleigh 
Green Road, five were serious; four were speed related; ten were occurred 
during the hours of darkness and six involved pedestrians. Of the nine PIAs 
in Squirrels Heath Road, four were serious; three were occurred during the 
hours of darkness and three involved pedestrian. Of the nine PIAs in 
Slewins Lane, three were serious; two were speed related and two involved 
pedestrians.

     
Location

Fatal Serious Slight Total
PIAs

Ardleigh Green Road

Between A127 and Ardleigh 
Close

0 0 1 1

Ardleigh Close Junction 0 0 2
  (1-Dark)

2

Between Ardleigh Close and 
Helen Road 

0 1 0 1

Helen Road Junction 0 0 2
(1-Ped)

2

Squirrels Heath Lane 
Junction

0 0 3
(1-Dark)

(2-Speed)

3

In the vicinity of Michael 
Gardens and Havering 
College Entrance 

0 0 3 3

Between Michael Gardens 
and Nelmes Way 

0 0 2
(1-Ped)

2

Nelmes Way Junction 0 1 4
(2-Dark)
(1-Ped)

5

Between Nelmes Way and 
Ayloff’s Walk 

0 1
(1-Dark)

0 1

In the vicinity of Wootton 
Close

0 0 3
(1-Dark)
(2-Ped)

3

Woodlands Avenue / Haynes 
Road Junction 

0 0 1
(1-Speed)

1

Between Woodlands Avenue 
and Slewins Lane 

0 1
(1-Dark)

0 1

Slewins Lane / Butts Green 
Road mini roundabout 

0 1
(1-Ped)

7
(3-Dark)

(1-Speed)

8

Total 0 5 28 33
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Squirrels Heath Road 

Redden Court Road Junction 0 1
(1-Dark)

0 1

Beltinge Road Junction 0 2
(1-Dark)
(1-Ped)

0 2

In the vicinity of Rosslyn 
Avenue Junction and pelican 
crossing

0 1
(1-Dark)
(1-Ped)

0 1

Cotswold Road Junction 0 0 2
(1-Ped)

2

Between Cotswold Road 
Junction

0 0 1 1

Recreation Avenue Junction 0 0 2 2

Total 0 4 5 9

Slewins Lane 

Cavenham Gardens Junction 0 1
(1-Ped)

1 2

Northumberland Avenue 
Junction

0 1
(1-Ped)

3
(1-Speed)

4

Slewins Close Junction 0 0 1
(1-Speed)

1

Walden Way Junction 0 1 1 2

Total 0 3 6 9

Proposals
1.5    The following safety improvements are proposed along Ardleigh Green 

Road, Squirrels Heath Road and Slewins Lane to reduce vehicle speeds 
and minimise accidents. 

Ardleigh Green Road 

! Ardleigh Green Road / Squirrels Heath Lane Junction  
 (Drawing No. QL001/A/1) 

- Wider pedestrian refuges along Ardleigh Green Road as shown 
- Pedestrian refuge upgrade along Squirrels Heath Lane as shown 

! Ardleigh Green Road outside All Saints Church 
  (Drawing No.QL001/A/2) 

- New pedestrian refuge 

! Ardleigh Green Road / Nelmes Way Junction (Drawing No.QL001/A/3)
- Speed cushions along Ardleigh Green Road Approaches 
- Entry speed table along Nelmes Way as shown. 

! Ardleigh Green Road by Wootton Close (Drawing No.QL001/A/4)
  - Pedestrian refuge with tactile pavings

! Ardleigh Green Road / Slewins Lane mini roundabout 
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 (Drawing No.QL001/A/5) 
 - Minor carriageway patching works 

Squirrels Heath Road 

! Squirrels Heath Road in the vicinity of Beltinge Road and Cotswold
Road (Drawing No.QL001/SQ/1) 

  - Pedestrian refuge 
- Entry speed tables 
- Minor carriageway widening 
- Vehicle Activated sign relocation 
- Coloured surfacing 
- Slow road markings 

   Slewins Lane  

! Slewins Lane in the vicinity of Cavenham Road and Northumberland 
Avenue (Drawing No. QL001/S/1)

- Pedestrian refuge as shown 
- Entry speed tables as shown 
- Centreline hatch and slow road markings 

! Slewins Lane by Walden Way (Drawing No. QL001/S/2) 
  - Centreline hatch and slow road markings 

2.0 Outcome of public consultation 

2.1 Following Highways Advisory Committee approval for a public consultation 
in January 2012, letters, describing the proposals were delivered to local 
residents / occupiers. Emergency Services, bus companies and cycling 
representatives were also consulted on the proposals. 

Ardleigh Green Road 
2.2 Approximately, 180 letters were delivered by hand to the area affected by 

the proposals. Comments to the Principal Engineer by Monday 16th July 
2012 were invited. Six written responses from Metropolitan Police, London 
Buses and residents were received and the comments are summarised in 
the Appendix1. 

Squirrels Heath Road 
2.3 Approximately, 80 letters were delivered by hand to the area affected by the 

proposals. Comments to the Principal Engineer by Monday 16th   July 2012 
were invited. Five written responses from Metropolitan Police, London 
Buses, Local school and residents were received and the comments are 
summarised in the Appendix1. 

Slewins Lane 
2.4 Approximately, 80 letters were delivered by hand to the area affected by the 

proposals. Comments to the Principal Engineer by Monday 16th   July 2012 
were invited. Seven written responses from Metropolitan Police, London 
Buses and residents were received and the comments are summarised in 
the Appendix1. The resident at No.61 Slewins Lane has carried out his own 
consultation and his consultation results are summarised in Appendix2.
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3.0 Staff comments and conclusions 

3.1  The accident analysis indicated that thirty three, nine and nine personal 
injury accidents (PIAs) were recorded along Ardleigh Green Road, Squirrels 
Heath Road and Slewins Lane respectively. Speed survey showed that 
vehicles are travelling above the speed limit. The proposed safety 
improvements would minimise accidents along these roads. Further 
measures are not necessary at present and could be considered at a later 
date if required. It is therefore recommended that the proposed safety 
improvements in the recommendation should be recommended for 
implementation. 

IMPLICATIONS AND RISKS 

Financial implications and risks: 
The estimated costs of the proposals are £70,000 and £45,000 with and without 
Slewins Lane Scheme respectively. Ardleigh Green Road, Squirrels Heath Road, 
Slewins Lane Area is one of the schemes approved by TfL which is to be 
implemented from Havering’s 2012/13 allocation for Accident Reduction 
Programme. This scheme is fully funded by TfL. 

Legal Implications and Risks 
None of the proposals require a traffic order. They can all be implemented using 
the Council’s highway management powers.

Human Resource Implications and Risks 
None directly attributable to the proposals. 

Equalities and Social Inclusion 
There would be some visual impact from the proposals, however these proposals
would generally improve safety for both pedestrians and vehicles. 

BACKGROUND PAPERS 

1. Public consultation Letter. 
2. Public consultation responses. 
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APPENDIX 1 
SUMMARY OF RESPONSE 

RESPONSE 
REF:

COMMENTS STAFF COMMENTS 

ARDLEIGH GREEN ROAD

QL001/A/1
(Metropolitan
Police) 

No comments about the 
proposals. Request to update 
road sign at the Butts Green 
Road / Slewins Lane mini 
roundabout 

Staff will investigate and update the 
road signs if any. 

QL001/A/2
(London
Buses)

No comment on the scheme.   
-

QL001/A/3
(No.8
Ardleigh
Green Road) 

Although I support the 
programme in concept, I object
to the proposed pedestrian 
refuge outside my property due 
to vehicular access obstruction, 
minimal pedestrian traffic and 
existing pedestrian refuge within 
close proximity. Request to 
provide speed cushion instead 
pedestrian refuge if necessary.

Staff considered that the proposed 
pedestrian refuge would not obstruct 
the vehicular access. The pedestrian 
refuge is proposed at this location 
due to two personal injury accidents 
involved pedestrians. The existing 
pedestrian refuge is located 
approximately 150 metres away 
which is considered to be far away. 
Speed cushions are not necessary at 
present.

QL001/A/4
(No.21
Ardleigh
Green Road) 

Changing the traffic layout is not 
the answer. The answer is to 
provide speed humps or speed 
camera.

Staff considered that the speed 
humps are not suitable for this 
location as this road is local 
distributor and bus route. It is not 
advisable to provide speed control 
humps along Ardleigh Green Road. 
The Council has no control over the 
site selection of the speed cameras 
as London Safety Camera 
Partnership is responsible for the site 
selection, operation and maintenance 
of the speed cameras. 

QL001/A/5
(No.164
Slewins
Lane)

Agree with accident reduction 
programme. Request to reduce 
vehicle speeds at the Ardleigh 
Green Road / Slewins Lane mini 
roundabout.    

Speed reducing features could be 
considered at the mini roundabout 
approaches at a later date if 
necessary.

QL001/A/6
(No.166
Slewins
Lane)

Thanks for the carriageway 
works. London buses use 
double Decker buses now, 
causing problem.  

With reference to London buses, staff 
advised the resident to contact 
London Buses direct as they are 
responsible for the selection of routes 
etc.
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SQUIRRELS HEATH ROAD 

Ql001/SQ/1
(London
Buses)

Only comment about the 
proposed pedestrian refuge. 
Concerns about the tree 
branches near the proposed 
pedestrian refuge. 

Staff checked and found that no trees 
are in close proximity of pedestrian 
refuge.

QK001/SQ/2
(Metropolitan
Police) 

Only one main concern about 
the proposed pedestrian refuge 
which would encourage 
pedestrians not to use the 
controlled crossing.  

It may encourage some pedestrians. 
Staff considered that it is necessary 
to provide pedestrian refuge at this 
location. Due to three serious 
personal injury accidents with two 
pedestrians PIAs in the vicinity, it is 
considered that the pedestrian refuge 
would protect right turners, reduce 
vehicle speeds, minimise accidents 
and provide pedestrian facility at this 
location. Additionally, the pedestrians 
who live along Beltinge Road and 
goes to Harold Court school seem to 
cross the carriageway at this 
location, not on the controlled 
crossing.

QL001/SQ/3
(No.61
Squirrels
Heath Road) 

Object to the vehicle activated 
sign relocation outside my 
property due genuine fear for 
my eyesight and health my wife 
and myself.  Request to provide 
speed cameras to improve 
safety.

Vehicle activated sign will be 
relocated to another location other 
than outside resident’s property. The 
Council has no control over the site 
selection of speed camera as London 
Safety Camera Partnership is 
responsible for the site selection, 
operation and maintenance of the 
speed cameras. 

QL001/SQ/4
(No.108
Squirrels
Heath Road) 

 Generally in favour of any 
improvements to Squirrels 
Heath Road. Request to 
upgrade street lighting.  

Street lighting upgrades will be 
considered.

QL001/SQ/5
(Head
Teacher,
Redden
Court
School)

Request to provide barriers at 
the Cotswold Road and 
Squirrels Heath Road to protect 
school children, crossing the 
road to the bus stop opposite. 
Other proposals seem 
appropriate.

The provision of barriers will be 
investigated and installed at this 
location if found necessary. 

Page 69



SLEWINS LANE 

QL001/S/1
(Metropolitan
Police) 

No comments 
-

QL001/S/2
(London
Buses)

No comments  
-

QL001/S/3
(No.38
Slewins
Lane)

- Applaud the installation of 
pedestrian refuges 
- Scheme addresses the 
problems with accessing 
Slewins Lane safely from both 
Cavenhan Gardens and 
Northumberland Avenue. 
- Cannot see what the purpose 
of speed tables 

- Request for two more 
pedestrian refuges or speed 
camera along Slewins Lane

The purpose of speed table is to 
provide pedestrian facility (where two 
PIAs involved pedestrians), reduce 
vehicle speeds of traffic accessing 
Cavenham Gardens and 
Northumberland Avenue, reduce 
vehicles conflicts and minimise 
accidents.
Due to vehicle crossovers, it is not 
feasible to provide two more 
pedestrian refuges in the vicinity of 
Cavenham Gardens and 
Northumberland Avenue. 
The Council has no control over the 
site selection of speed cameras. 
London Safety Camera Partnership 
is responsible for the site selection, 
operation and maintenance of speed 
cameras.

QL001/S/4
(No.59
Slewins
Lane)

- Personal injury accidents do 
not seem particularly high and 
how these are compared with 
other local risk 

- Forming raised speed tables in 
Cavenham Gardens and 
Northumberland Avenue and 
centreline hatch road marking 
along Slewins Lane will not 
resolve problem of vehicles 
accessing these roads. It is 
merely damage more vehicle 

- Accident analysis showed that 6 
personal injury accidents occurred in 
the vicinity of Cavenham Gardens 
and Northumberland Avenue. Of 
these 6 PIAs, 2 were serious and 
both involved pedestrians. It is 
important to minimise these 
accidents.

- It is considered that speed tables 
and centreline hatch road markings 
would improve current situation and 
minimise accidents. Speed tables 
would not damage vehicles as these 
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exhausts

- Two issues need to be 
considered. One is to improve 
sightlines and other is to slow 
down vehicles along Slewins 
Lane
- Providing centreline would 
reduce lane width and traffic will 
congest and come to a 
standstill.
- Pedestrians no need to cross 
at the proposed pedestrian 
refuge along Slewins Lane near 
Cavenham Gardens and 
Northumberland Avenue if zebra 
crossing is provided near Drill 
Roundabout

- Request to extend the double 
yellowlines in the vicinity of 
Cavenham Gardens and 
Northumberland Avenue and 
provide speed cameras along 
Slewins Lane to achieve both 
slower speeds and more 
income.

are only 75mm high. Due to physical 
barriers such as fences, it is not 
possible to achieve required sightline 
visibility.    

- Providing centre line hatch marking 
would help to improve congestion at 
this location as the right turners can 
wait in the middle of carriageway, 
allowing straight-ahead vehicles to 
pass through. Footway parkings are 
not allowed due to the existing 
parking restrictions along Slewins 
Lane. It is considered that The 
proposed pedestrian refuge would 
provide pedestrian facility and reduce  
vehicle speeds in the vicinity. 
- Request for extension of double 
yellow lines at the Cavenham 
Gardens and Northumberland 
Avenue junctions will be forwarded to 
parking team who will deal with the 
request. The Council has no control 
over the site selection of speed 
cameras. London Safety Camera 
Partnership is responsible for the site 
selection, operation and maintenance 
of speed cameras.

QL001/S/5
(No.61
Slewins
Lane)

- What were the locations of 
these nine personal injury 
accidents
- Primary causes of problems 
are large number vehicle turning 
in and out of the junction, 
excessive speed along Slewins 
Lane and poor visibility for traffic 
exiting from Cavenham 
Gardens, particularly when 
vehicles are parked along 
Slewins Lane. 
- Request for making Cavenham 
Gardens oneway or further 
footway parking restriction on 
the southside of Slewins Lane 
west of Cavenham Gardens and 
vehicle activated sign along 
Slewins Lane. 

Details of personal injury accident 
are included in the report and 
provided to resident. 
- It is considered that the proposed 
safety improvements would improve 
current situation. 

- Cavenham Gardens oneway would 
cause considerable inconvenience to 
the local residents. Parking restriction 
request forwarded to Parking Team 
who will deal with the parking 
requests. The vehicle activated sign 
will be considered at a later date if 
necessary.
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-Request also for pedestrian 
refuge along Slewins Lane by
Walden Way and request to 
relocate existing pedestrian 
refuge along Walden Way.

- It is not feasible to provide 
pedestrian refuge along Slewins 
Lane just east of Walden Way as a 
bus stop is situated at this location. A 
pedestrian refuge is situated near the 
mini roundabout. Pedestrian refuge 
could be re-located along Walden 
Way.

QL001/S/6
(No.72
Slewins
Lane)

- Would be in broad agreement 
with the proposals 
- Request for 10metre double 
yellow lines extension along 
Northumberland Avenue to stop 
commuter parking

Parking restriction request forwarded 
to Parking Team who will deal with 
the parking requests.

QL001/S/7
(No.79
Slewins
Lane)

- Claim that vehicles are 
travelling at 50/60mph.  
- Vision obstructed by tree and 
large van parked inside 
neighbour’s garden 

Since no personal injury accident 
occurred at the Slewins Lane / 
Kinfauns Avenue, accident remedial 
measures are not proposed. Since  
parked vehicle and tree are within the 
resident’s property, the Council is not 
able to improve the visibility
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APPENDIX 2 
 SUMMARY OF MR ALAN COOK’S QUESTIONS AND CONSULTATION 

RESULTS

No.
Questions Agree

Nos.
Disagree

Nos.
Staff Comments 

Slewins Lane / Cavenham Gardens/Northumberland Avenue Junctions 

1 The Counci’s 25.06.12 letter 
fails to explain the problems 

5 1 The Council can only 
provide brief 
descriptions in the 
public consultation 
letter. Details are 
normally provided in 
the Highways Advisory 
Committee report.

2 As a local resident I think the 
main danger is associated with 
right turning traffic emerging 
from Northumberland Avenue 
due to that driver’s poor line of 
sight of northbound traffic on 
Slewins Lane – much of which 
exceed the speed limit.

8 0 The proposed speed 
table would reduce 
vehicle speeds 
accessing
Northumberland
Avenue and provide 
pedestrian facility. 
Since it is difficult to 
improve visibility due to 
physical restrictions 
such as fence, the 
provision of speed 
table would improve 
the situation. Accident 
analysis showed that 
four personal injury 
accidents occurred at 
this location. Of these 
four PIAs, one was 
serious and one 
involved pedestrian.    

3 I consider that the Council’s 
proposals fail to deal with this 
main danger and need to be 
changed

9 0 It is considered that the 
proposed measures 
would improve current 
situation and minimise 
accidents. Further 
measures could be 
considered at a later 
date if necessary.

4 I  don’t see any problem with 
this junction – no change is 
needed

0 8 Since six personal 
injury accidents 
occurred at these 
junctions, safety 
improvements are 
proposed to improve 
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current situation. 
Further measures 
could be considered at 
a later date if 
necessary.

5 I agree with the Council’s 
Proposals

0 8 It is considered that the 
proposed measures 
would improve current 
situation and minimise 
accidents at this 
location. Further 
measures could be 
considered at a later 
date if necessary.

6 Other comments

Waste of money It is considered that the 
proposed safety 
improvements would 
help to minimise 
accidents at this 
location.

Mini roundabout request Further measures 
could be considered at 
a later date if 
necessary.

Organiser of this consultation 
claimed that some residents 
did not receive the Council’s 
public consultation letter. 

Since LBH staff 
personally delivered 
the public consultation 
letters in the area, it is 
therefore not possible 
to miss out any 
property.
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HIGHWAYS 
ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 
14th August 2012 

REPORT 
 

 
 

Subject Heading: 
 
 
 

BURNWAY JUNCTION WITH NORTH 
STREET, PROPOSED WAITING 
RESTRICTIONS - comments to 
advertised proposals 
 
 

Report Author and contact details: 
 
 
 

Iain Hardy 
Technical Officer 
01708 432440 
iain.hardy@havering.gov.uk 

 
 
 
The subject matter of this report deals with the following Council Objectives 
 

Clean, safe and green borough      [X] 
Excellence in education and learning     [] 
Opportunities for all through economic, social and cultural activity [] 
Value and enhance the life of every individual    [X] 
High customer satisfaction and a stable council tax   [] 

 

 

 

 

SUMMARY 
 
 

 

This report outlines the responses received to the advertised proposals for waiting 
restrictions at the Burnway and North Street junction and recommends a further course 
of action.  
 
This scheme is within the St Andrews Ward 
 

Agenda Item 12
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RECOMMENDATIONS  
 
 
 
1. That the Highways Advisory Committee recommends to the Cabinet Member for 

Community Empowerment that 
 

1 The proposed ‘At any time’ waiting at the junction of Burnway and North 
Street, be implemented in accordance with BW/01/01as advertised.  

 
 
 
 

REPORT DETAIL 
 

 
 
 
1.0 Background 
 
1.1 At it’s meeting on 20th March 2011 the Committee, approved proposals to consult 

on the introduction of ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions at the junction of Burnway 
and North Street. 
 

1.2 Proposals to introduce ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions for 15 metres on all arms 
of the Burnway and North Street junction were subsequently designed and 
publicly advertised.  All residents and businesses in the area were advised of the 
proposals by letter with a copy of the plan BW/01/01, which shows the proposals.  

 
1.3 This report outlines that no response were received to the formal consultation of 

the proposals and recommends a further course of action. 
 
1.4 The summaries of responses received to the advertised proposals, along with 

staff comments are outlined below. 
 
1.5 Responses received 

 
None.  

 
 
2.0  Staff comments  
 

2.1 None.  
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IMPLICATIONS AND RISKS 
 
 

 
 
Financial implications and risks:  
 
The total estimated cost of up to £500 for implementing the proposals and shown on the 
attached plan BW/01/01, can be met from the 2012/13 Minor Parking Schemes budget. 
 
Overall costs will need to be contained within the overall revenue budget. 
 

Legal implications and risks: 
 

Waiting restrictions and parking bays require consultation and the advertisement of 
proposals before a decision can be taken on their introduction. 
 
Human Resources implications and risks: 
 
None. 
 
Equalities implications and risks: 
 
Parking restrictions in residential areas are often installed to improve road safety and 
accessibility for residents who may be affected by long-term non-residential parking. 
 
Parking restrictions have the potential to displace parking to adjacent areas, which may 
be detrimental to others. 
 
There will be some visual impact from the required lining work. 
 
No groups or individuals with protected characteristics will be affected by these 
proposals. 
 
 
 
 

BACKGROUND PAPERS 
 

 

 

Drawings: 
 
Advertised proposals drawing BW/01/01 
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HIGHWAYS 
ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 
14 August 2012 

REPORT 
 

 
 

Subject Heading: 
 
 
 

HORNCHURCH STATION AREA 
PARKING REVIEW - comments to 
advertised proposals 
 
 

Report Author and contact details: 
 
 
 

Iain Hardy 
Technical Officer 
01708 432440 
iain.hardy@havering.gov.uk 

 
 
 
The subject matter of this report deals with the following Council Objectives 
 

Clean, safe and green borough      [X] 
Excellence in education and learning     [] 
Opportunities for all through economic, social and cultural activity [] 
Value and enhance the life of every individual    [X] 
High customer satisfaction and a stable council tax   [] 

 

 

 

 

SUMMARY 
 
 

This report outlines the responses received to the advertised proposals for amendments 
to the existing parking provision and the introduction of new waiting restrictions and 
parking provisions in the area around Hornchurch Station, which were agreed in 
principle by this Committee, and recommends a further course of action.  
 
 

Agenda Item 13
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RECOMMENDATIONS  
 
 
That the Highways Advisory Committee recommends to the Cabinet Member for 
Community Empowerment that: 
 

1. The proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-01 Alma Avenue junctions with 
Central Drive and Dawes Avenue, be implemented as advertised and the effects 
of implementation be monitored. 

 
2. The proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-02 Winifred Avenue/ Crystal Avenue, 

be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be monitored. 
 

3. The proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-03 Alma Avenue and Ascot Gardens 
junctions with Alma Avenue, be implemented as advertised and the effects of 
implementation be monitored. 

 
4. The proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-04 Ascot Gardens and Goodwood 

Avenue and Hurst Park Avenue, Newmarket Way and Ascot Gardens, be 
implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be monitored. 

 
5. The proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-05 Fortwell Park Gardens junction 

with Newmarket Way, be implemented as advertised and the effects of 
implementation be monitored. 

 
6. The proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-06 Plumpton Avenue junctions with 

Newmarket Way, be implemented as advertised and the effects of 
implementation be monitored. 

 
7. The proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-07 Kempton Avenue junctions with 

Newmarket Way and apex of bend in Kempton Avenue, be implemented as 
advertised and the effects of implementation be monitored. 

 
8. The proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-08 Bus Stop Clearway in Bevan Way, 

be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be monitored. 
 

9. The proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-09 Central Drive and junction with 
Kempton Avenue, be implemented as advertised and the effects of 
implementation be monitored. 

 
10. The proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-010 Alma Avenue and Alma Avenue 

junctions with Kempton Avenue, Bevan Way and Hacton Lane, be implemented 
as advertised and the effects of implementation be monitored. 
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11. The proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-11 Alma Avenue junction with 
Plumpton Avenue, be implemented as advertised and the effects of 
implementation be monitored. 

 
12. The proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-12 Alma Avenue junction with 

Goodwood Avenue, be implemented as advertised and the effects of 
implementation be monitored. 

 
13. The proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-13 Alma Avenue apex of bend 

fronting No.133, be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation 
be monitored. 

 
14. The proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-14 Alma Avenue junction with 

Standen Avenue, be implemented as advertised and the effects of 
implementation be monitored. 

 
15. The proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-15 Standen Avenue junction with 

Crystal Avenue, be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation 
be monitored. 

 
16. The proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-16 Standen Avenue junction with 

Hutchins Close, be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation 
be monitored. 

 
17. The proposals as shown on plans QJ055-0F-17 and QJ055-0F-18 Suttons Lane, 

be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be monitored. 
 

18. The proposals as shown on plans QJ055-0F-19 and QJ055-0F-20 Station Lane/ 
Kenilworth Gardens, be implemented as advertised and the effects of 
implementation be monitored. 

 
19. The proposals as shown on plans QJ055-0F-20 and QJ055-0F-21 Suttons 

Gardens, be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 

 
20. The proposals as shown on plans QJ055-0F-20, QJ055-0F-22, QJ055-0F-

23,QJ055-0F-24 Cumberland Avenue, Cumberland Close and Matlock Gardens, 
be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be monitored. 

 
21. That for the proposals as shown on plans QJ055-0F-25, QJ055-0F-26, QJ055-

0F-27 Hacton Drive be:    
 

a. implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored; or 

b. rejected 
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REPORT DETAIL 

 
 
1.0 Background 
 
1.1 The former Hornchurch Area Committee requested a review of parking around 

the Hornchurch Station area prior to the establishment of the Highways Advisory 
Committee.  

 
1.2 The Highways Advisory Committee requested that the Head of StreetCare 

proceed with a consultation to gauge views on parking in the area at its meeting 
of 13th July 2010 (Scheme requests, Item 11). 

 
1.4 Approximately 2400 letters were hand delivered to the area on or just after 13th 

December 2010, with a questionnaire, with a closing date of 7th January 2011 for 
completion. 

 
1.5 By the close of consultation, 322 responses (310 residents, 12 businesses with a 

petition) had been received (13% response rate).  
 
1.6 The approximate area of the existing CPZ and the review area was shown on 

Drawing QJ055/101. The CPZ operates with a part time restriction in force 
between 10:30am and 11:30am, Monday to Friday. There are restrictions in the 
core area near the station operating 8am to 6:30pm, Monday to Saturday which 
are in place to generally assist with traffic flow. 

 
1.7 There are disc parking bays outside the shops in Station Lane which operate 

10:30am to 11:30am, Monday to Friday with parking for 30 minutes, plus some 
“free” parking bays in side streets which are available for parking. 

 
1.8 At its meeting on 22nd March 2011, this Committee considered a report outlining 

the responses received to the informal consultation undertaken within the area 
around Hornchurch Station and agreed that the Head of Streetcare should 
proceed with detailed design and advertisement of the scheme. 

 
1.9 The proposals were designed in consultation with the Ward Members and were 

subsequently advertised. All those perceived to be affected by the proposals 
were advised of them by letter with a plan showing the proposals in their area. 
Site notices were also placed throughout the area.  

 
1.10 This report looks at the responses received to the advertised proposals for the 

area and recommends a further course of action.  
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2.0 Design Principles 
 
2.1 The scheme elements are designed to incorporate ‘At any time’ waiting 

restrictions at junctions, apexes of bends and key sections of roads in the area to 
keep sight lines clear for motorists and to ensure traffic flow.  

 
2.2 The scheme also incorporates the extension of the bus stop in Station Lane, to 

ensure that the buses can access the stop easily and making the buses 
accessible to disabled passengers. A bus stop clearway is also proposed for the 
existing bus stop in the Bevan Way layby opposite Central Drive.  

 
2.3 In respect of the parking provision for the businesses on Station Lane and 

Suttons Lane, new Pay & Display parking provisions are proposed in Kenilworth 
Gardens and Cumberland Avenue to offset the reduction in parking space due to 
the proposed extension of the existing Bus stop Clearway in Station Lane, it is 
proposed to change the use of all the Free and Disc parking bay along Station 
Lane and Suttons Lane and in the side roads (as outlined in this report) to Pay 
and Display parking bays. This is in line with the Council’s general direction of 
travel in respect of paid for on-street parking provision. Pay and Display provides 
customers with a cheap and accessible parking option and it also encourages the 
turn over or parking spaces as the cost of long stay parking is designed to limit it. 
Pay and Display improves accessibility and promotes the use of local shops and 
businesses. 

 
2.4 It is proposed to introduce a residents parking scheme in Cumberland Avenue, 

Cumberland Close and Matlock Gardens, to prevent long term non-residential 
parking taking place in the existing Free parking bays throughout these roads.  

 
2.5 In respect of the proposals for Hacton Drive, it is proposed to introduce further ‘At 

any time’ waiting restrictions and free parking bays to ensure access to the first 
half of the road, where there are reported problems with obstructive parking, 
caused by residents, commuters and parents of the schools and nursery schools. 

 
2.6 All of the proposals have been designed in conjunction with the Ward Councillors 
 
3.0 Responses received 
 
3.1 There were 1260 letters sent out to residents and businesses in the area of the 

proposals and at the close of public consultation 39 responses were received, a 
3% return.  The responses are summarised and along with the plans of the 
proposals, staff comments and recommendations are appended to this report as 
Appendix A. 

 
4.0 Staff comments 
 
4.1 From the number of consultation letters sent out to residents and businesses in 

the area of the proposals and level of responses, it is suggested that there is 
relatively little descent to the proposals. However, there are some respondents 
that have raised comments to certain elements of the scheme or have requested 
further restrictions.  Officers consider the proposal to be necessary for improved 
accessibility, safety and convenience for local residents and businesses.  
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IMPLICATIONS AND RISKS 
 
 
Financial implications and risks:  
 
The estimated cost of implementing the proposals as described above and shown on 
the attached plan is £30,000 including advertising costs but excluding the installation of 
Pay and Display machines at six locations.  
 
The estimated cost to install the proposed Pay & Display machines in Cumberland 
Avenue and Kenilworth Avenue, as set out in this report is £8,000. These elements of 
the scheme are MTFS approved and can be funded by a current Invest to Save bid. 
 
The costs shown are an estimate of the full costs to implement a scheme should it be 
ultimately implemented. It should be noted that further decisions are to be made 
following a full report to the Committee and with the Cabinet Member approval process 
being completed where a scheme is recommended for implementation. 
 
Overall costs will need to be contained within the overall revenue budget. 
 
Legal implications and risks: 
 
Waiting restrictions and parking bays require consultation and the advertisement of 
proposals before a decision can be taken on their introduction. 
 
Human Resources implications and risks: 
 
The collection of cash from pay and display machines is a labour intensive task. 
Currently, there are sufficient employees to undertake cash collection from existing P&D 
machines. However, a physical limit for cash collections will be reached in the very near 
future as more pay and display schemes are implemented. Consideration is being given 
to alternative approaches to cash collection including reduced collection frequencies, 
external provision or the reallocation of employees within Traffic & Parking Control or 
the engagement of new employees if a future business case deems it necessary.  
 
However, for this scheme it is anticipated that collections can be met from within current 
staff resources. 
 
Equalities implications and risks: 
 
Parking restrictions in residential areas are often installed to improve road safety and 
accessibility for residents who may be affected by long-term non-residential parking. 
 
Parking restrictions have the potential to displace parking to adjacent areas, which may 
be detrimental to others. 
 
Disabled ‘Blue’ Badge holders are able to park with an unlimited time in resident permit 
bays and in Pay & Display parking bays and for up to three hours on restricted areas 
(unless a loading ban is in force). 
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The Proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-01 Alma Avenue junctions with 
Central Drive and Dawes Avenue. 
 
The proposals are to introduce a ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions for a distance of 10 
metres on all arms of the Alma Avenue junctions with Central Drive and Dawes Avenue. 
 
Responses received 
 
None 
 
Staff comments  
 
The proposals are designed to prevent parking around the junction and promote road 
safety. 
 
Recommendation - 1 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Page 95



 

 
 
 
 

Page 96



 

 

The Proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-02 Winifred Avenue/ Crystal Avenue 
 
The proposals are to introduce a ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions on the western side of 
Crystal Avenue, from a point 10 metres south of the southern kerbline of Winifred 
Avenue, to a point 10 metres north of the northern kerbline of Winifred Avenue and in 
Winifred Avenue, on its southern side, from the western kerbline of Crystal Avenue 
westwards for 15 metres and on the northern side, westwards for 10metres. 
 
Responses received 
 
None. 
 
Staff comments  
 
The proposals are designed to prevent parking around the junction and promote road 
safety. 
 
Recommendation - 2 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
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The Proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-03 Alma Avenue and Ascot Gardens 
junctions with Alma Avenue 
 
The proposals are to introduce a ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions for a distance of 10 
metres on all arms of the Ascot Gardens junctions with Alma Avenue and to restrict the 
apex of the bend in Alma Avenue, on its north-western side, from a point opposite the 
rear building line of No. 31 Ascot Gardens to a point opposite the garage building line of 
No.10 Alma Avenue. 
 
Responses received 
 
Response 1  
 
From a resident of Alma Avenue, who outlines that they have no comments or 
objections to the proposals. 
 
Response 2  
 
From a resident of Alma Avenue, who states that they have lived in the area for 14 
years and has never seen any problems in the areas that are proposed to be restricted. 
They feel that the proposals are a waste of time.  
 
Response 3  
 
From a resident of a corner property at the junction, who questions the rationale for the 
proposed scheme? They feel that there are no current parking problems; the proposals 
will create a bottleneck, where at the moment resident park one side and that the 
proposals are a waste of money. 
 
 
Staff comments  
 
The proposals are designed to prevent parking around the junction and the apex of the 
bend.  
 
Recommendation - 3 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
 
 
 
 
 

Page 99



 

 
 
 
 

Page 100



 

 

The Proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-04 Ascot Gardens and Goodwood 
Avenue and Hurst Park Avenue, Newmarket Way and Ascot Gardens 
 

The proposals are to introduce a ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions on all for arms of the 
Hurst Park Avenue, Newmarket Way and Ascot Gardens for 10 metres, extending into 
Ascot Gardens and Goodwood Avenue on their eastern sides to a point 7.5 metres 
south of a point opposite the southern facing building line of No. 219 Goodwood Avenue 
and in Ascot Gardens, on its north-eastern side, from a point opposite the southern 
facing building line of No. 51, extending southwards and northwards into Goodwood 
Avenue, to a point opposite the southern facing building line of No.226. 
 
Responses received 
 
None 
 
Staff comments  
 
The proposals are designed to prevent parking around the junctions and promote road 
safety. 
 
Recommendation - 4 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
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The Proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-05 Fortwell Park Gardens junction 
with Newmarket Way 
 
The proposals are to introduce a ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions for a distance of 10 
metres on all arms of the Fortwell Park Gardens junctions with Newmarket Way. 
 
Responses received 
 
Response 1 
 
From a resident of Newmarket Way, who objects to the proposals as the parking near 
the property will be effected, reducing the amount of parking spaces between Nos. 13 
and 15 from 3 to 2, the resident also wrongly thinks that they will have to have a permit 
to park outside the property as the resident does not have off street parking and there is 
no commuter parking problems. 
 
Response 2 
 
From a resident of a corner property, who hopes that the proposals will not cause too 
much inconvenience to them and their neighbour. 
 
Response 3 
 
From a resident of a corner property, who is requesting an extension of the proposed 
waiting restrictions opposite their property by a further 10 metres, to ease their access 
and egress from the property.  
 
Response 4  
 
From a resident who advises that they have lived at the property for a long time, without 
any parking problems in the area. They park in the same spot without problem and they 
ask why the restrictions are needed. Parking in the area is only from neighbours and 
visitors and there is no problem. They outline they are deeply concerned about the 
situation.  
 
Staff comments  
 
The proposals are designed to prevent parking around the junction and promote road 
safety. 
 
Recommendation - 5 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
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The Proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-06 Plumpton Avenue junctions with 
Newmarket Way 
 
The proposals are to introduce a ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions for a distance of 10 
metres on all arms of the Plumpton Avenue junctions with Newmarket Way. 
 
Responses received 
 
Response 1 
 
From a resident of Plumpton Avenue, who objects to the proposals, as they feel that the 
area is too far from the station, the area is only used by residents, the area is used for 
parking, the proposals will displace parking into other areas and the proposals could 
bring neighbours to conflict. The residents are happy with the existing situation so why 
do the Council insist in change?  
 
Staff comments  
 
The proposals are designed to prevent parking around the junction and on the apex of 
the bend. 
 
Recommendation - 6 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
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The Proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-07 Kempton Avenue junctions with 
Newmarket Way and apex of bend in Kempton Avenue 
 

The proposals are to introduce a ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions for a distance of 10 
metres on all arms of the Kempton Avenue junctions with Newmarket Way and to 
restrict the apex of the bend in Kempton Avenue, on its north-eastern side, from a point 
8 metres south of the common boundary of Nos.105 and 107, to a point 18 metres 
north-east of a point opposite the rear building line of No.65 Newmarket Way. 
 

Responses received 
 
None 
 
Staff comments  
 
The proposals are designed to prevent parking around the junction and apex of the 
bend.  
 
Recommendation - 7 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
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The Proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-08 Bus Stop Clearway in Bevan Way 
 
The proposal is to introduce a Bus Stop Clearway in Bevan Way, on its eastern side, in 
the lay-by at the existing Bus Stop opposite the roundabout at the junction of Bevan 
Way and Central Drive. 
 
Responses received 
 
None 
 
Staff comments  
 
The proposals are designed to prevent parking in the existing Bus Stop lay-by. 
 
Recommendation - 8 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
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The Proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-09 Central Drive and junction with 
Kempton Avenue 
 
The proposals are to introduce a ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions for 10 metres on all 8 
arms of the Central Drive junction with Kempton Avenue, extending along Central Drive 
on both sides, to a point 10 metres east of the eastern kerbline of the service road 
leading to the rear of Hacton Parade. 
 
Responses received 
 
Response 1 
 
From a resident of Central Drive, who feels that the proposals will seriously inhibit 
parking provisions both during the day and night and will frustrate and compound the 
parking problems in the area. There are also concerns over the reduction in parking for 
the shops, that the proposals will displace parking, making it more difficult for buses and 
the residents will be affected in flats nos. 76-90 and 92-104, who have inadequate 
parking facilities. It is requested that further parking provisions be made for residents. 
The residents states that school related parking causes a problem and there are 
concerns over vehicle safety and security.  
 
Staff comments  
 
The respondent has misinterpreted the reasoning behind the draft proposals.  
 
The proposals are designed to prevent parking around the junction and ease access 
through the width restriction in Central Drive.  
 
Recommendation - 9 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
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The Proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-010 Alma Avenue and Alma Avenue 
junctions with Kempton Avenue, Bevan Way and Hacton Lane 
 
The proposals are to introduce a ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions for 10 metres on all 
four arms of the Alma Avenue, Kempton Avenue junction. To introduce ‘At any time’ 
waiting restrictions on the northern side of Alma Avenue from the south-western 
boundary of No 240 to the north-eastern boundary of No 240, on the south-eastern side 
from the common boundary of No 215 and No 215 extending north-eastwards and 
southwards into Bevan Way to a point opposite the south-eastern building line of No 4 
Bevan Way. On the eastern side of Bevan Way between a point 15 metres south of its 
junction with Hacton Lane and a point 15 metres north of the northern junction with 
Hacton Lane, extending into Hacton Lane on its western side, from a paint 15 metres 
south of its junction with Bevan Way and a point 15 metres north of its junction with 
Bevan Way.  
 
Responses received 
 
Response 1 
 
From a resident of Bevan Way who would like to propose that the double yellow lines on 
the Hacton side of Bevan Way are extended up to the first set of parking bays opposite 
No’s 14 & 16. They feel the current proposals will cause problems outside No 8, 10 &12 
for the buses to pass and for residents to access, egress their properties. The main 
parking problem in the area is caused by church parking they also suggest that the 
parking bays in Bevan Way be lined to enable maximum usage. It is suggested that 
there is a long term commuter parking problem in the area.  
  
Staff comments  
 
The proposals are designed to prevent parking around the junctions, ease access 
through the width restriction and keep the apex of the bend clear in Alma Avenue. 
 
Recommendation - 10 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
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The Proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-11 Alma Avenue junction with 
Plumpton Avenue 
 
The proposals are to introduce a ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions for 10 metres on all 
arms of the Alma Avenue junction with Plumpton Avenue. 
 
Responses received 
 
None 
 
Staff comments  
 
The proposals are designed to prevent parking around the junction and promote road 
safety. 
 
Recommendation - 11 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
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The Proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-12 Alma Avenue junction with 
Goodwood Avenue 
 
The proposals are to introduce a ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions for 10 metres on all 
four arms of the Alma Avenue junction with Goodwood Avenue, extending into 
Goodwood Avenue on its western side to a point opposite the northern facing building 
line of No.346. 
 
Responses received 
 
None 
 
Staff comments  
 
The proposals are designed to prevent parking around the junction and the apex of the 
bend in Goodwood Avenue. 
 
Recommendation - 12 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
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The Proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-13 Alma Avenue apex of bend fronting 
No.133. 
 
The proposals are to introduce a ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions on the apex of the 
bend in Alma Avenue, from the common boundary of Nos. 137 and 139, to a point 
opposite the common boundary of Nos. 124 and 126. 
 
Responses received 
 
Response 1 
 
From a resident living on the apex of the bend who states they have lived at the 
property for a long time and have never experienced any parking problems around the 
bend and in their opinion the restrictions are not necessary. They also would like 
confirmation that the new restrictions will not affect the access on to the property.   
 
Staff comments  
 
The proposals are designed to prevent parking around the apex of the bend and will not 
have an impact on access to the property. 
 
Recommendation - 13 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
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The Proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-14 Alma Avenue junction with Standen 
Avenue. 
 
The proposals are to introduce a ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions on the western side of 
Alma Avenue, from a point 10 metres south of the southern kerbline of Standen Avenue, 
to a point 10 metres north of the northern kerbline of Standen Avenue and in Standen 
Avenue, on its southern side, from the western kerbline of Alma Avenue, westwards for 
12.7 metres and on the northern side westwards for 10 metres. 
 
Responses received 
 
Response 1  
 
From a resident of Alma Avenue who has lived at the address for many years and does 
not believe that the proposals will improve safety. They suggest the road is used as a 
rat run and has been since the recent road works in Hornchurch Town Centre. The 
proposals do not take into account vehicles parked opposite the junction forcing 
vehicles onto the wrong side of the road. The resident has requested a pedestrian table 
at the junction which they advise was refused on the grounds of cost. There were two 
bad crashes at the junction during the summer and they believe that Standen Avenue 
should be changed. Vehicles reportedly turning right into Standen and Daws Avenue cut 
the corner as drivers exiting the road only look right.  
 
Staff comments  
 
The proposals are designed to prevent parking around the junction and promote road 
safety. 
 
Recommendation - 14 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
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The Proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-15 Standen Avenue junction with 
Crystal Avenue 
 
The proposals are to introduce ‘At any time’ waiting restriction of 10 metres on all four 
arms of the Southern junction of Standen Avenue with Crystal Avenue; and to introduce 
an ’At any time’ waiting restriction on the northern junction of Standen Avenue with 
Crystal Avenue, on the northern side, from a point 10 metres west of the western 
kerbline of Standen Avenue, to a point 10 metres east of the eastern kerblines of Crystal 
Avenue and in Crystal Avenue on its eastern side from its junction with Standen Avenue 
northwards for a distance of 10 metres and its western side for a distance of 12.9 
metres. 
 
Responses received 
 
Response 1 
 
From a resident of a corner property who is concerned with the proposed double yellow 
lines outside of their property.  The resident already has off-street parking but feels if the 
proposals go ahead it would create problems for their family and tradesmen who could 
not park outside the property.  They advise that the free parking bays in the area are 
always full due to commuters and this does not give residents a chance.  
 
Staff comments  
 
The proposals are designed to prevent parking around the junction and promote road 
safety. 
 
Recommendation - 15 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
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The Proposals as shown on plan QJ055-0F-16 Standen Avenue junction with 
Hutchins Close 
 
The proposals are to introduce a ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions for a distance of 10 
metres on the northern side of Standen Avenue, from a point 10 metres west of the 
western kerbline Hutchins Close, to a point 10 metres east of the eastern side of 
Hutchins Close, extending into Hutchins Close on both sides for 5.9 metres. 
 
Responses received 
 
None 
 
Staff comments  
 
The proposals are designed to prevent parking around the junction and promote road 
safety. 
 
Recommendation - 16 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
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The Proposals as shown on plans  QJ055-0F-17 Suttons Lane 
      QJ055-0F-18 Suttons Lane 
  
The proposals as shown on plan No.QJ055-0F-17 are to introduce Pay & Display 
parking facilities in the existing free parking bays on Suttons Lane, in the lay-by fronting 
Nos. 7 and 9 Suttons Lane and in Standen Avenue to the side of No. 11 Suttons Lane 
and form a new Pay & Display parking facility in Suttons Lane, fronting Nos. 15 to 23. 
The proposals also include an extension of the ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions on the 
southern side of Standen Avenue, to a point opposite the western boundary of No. 2a. 
 
The proposals as shown on plan No.QJ055-0F-18 are to introduce Pay & Display 
parking facilities in the existing Disc Parking Bays in Suttons Lane and to alter the 
pedestrian refuge outside Nos. 51 and 53 to help with drainage and ease access for 
larger vehicles negotiating the refuge following complaints from a Ward Councillor. 
 
Responses received 
 
Response 1 
 
From a resident of Suttons Lane, who is concerned about the potential effects on the 
businesses in Suttons Lane and Station Lane. They feel being charged to park for a 
paper or a hot meal is not a good idea. They consider that if the parking bays in Suttons 
Lane and Standen Avenue that allow 20 minutes free parking are changed, customers 
will go elsewhere.  They request further information about the operational times and 
tariffs. 
 
Response 2 
 
Response from a resident who has not provided their address, but has lived in the area 
for 6 years and outlines that traffic has increased as well as parking.  They also state 
that changes introduced by The Council have not had a positive effect in the area and 
this will be another inconvenience to residents by the work itself and the increase of 
parking the scheme will attract.  There are parking provisions in Hornchurch for 
commuters, lots of bus routes and bicycle provisions.  They criticise The Council for 
wanting to make money and ask how this will assist the shop owners.  The existing 
restrictions are not enforced effectively and they highlight the area near Suttons and 
Sanders Schools as being a problem area.  They recommend that funding should be 
diverted to maintenance and suggests that we promote walking to school and bike use.  
They also suggest improving the situation by the driving school and not punishing the 
shop owners.  It is felt that people should be asked rather than spending money on 
designs.  They also mention their complaint regarding the changes at the junction of 
Standen Avenue which they feel has been made a nightmare and suggest the road has 
been narrowed for buses (Council Officers believe this is related to the pedestrian 
refuge).  They feel that the bigger picture should be looked at as tax payers money isn’t 
being spent wisely.  
 
Staff comments  
 
The proposals are designed to improve access at the junction of Standen Avenue and 
provide Pay and Display parking facilities in the vicinity of the shops. The proposed 
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changes to the pedestrian refuge are designed to help with drainage and ease access 
for larger vehicles negotiating the refuge.  
 
Recommendation - 17 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
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The Proposals as shown on plans QJ055-0F-19 and QJ055-0F-20 Station Lane/ 
Kenilworth Gardens 
 
The proposals are to introduce ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions on the western side of 
Station Lane between the pedestrian crossing markings and a point 10 metres north-
east of the north-eastern kerb line of Kenilworth Gardens and from a point opposite the 
common boundary of Nos. 144&146.to a point opposite the common boundary of Nos. 
151 & 153 and on the eastern side from a point opposite the common boundary of 
Nos.151 &153 to a point 12.1 metres south of the southern kerbline of Cumberland 
Avenue. To introduce an extended bus stop clearway on the eastern side of Suttons 
Lane from the existing pedestrian crossing northwards for a distance of 31metres and 
changing the existing disc parking bay to a Pay and Display parking bay. In Kenilworth 
Gardens to introduce ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions on its southern side from the 
western kerbline of Station Lane westwards for a distance of 17 metres and on its 
northern side from its junction with Station Lane to a point 1 meter west of the western 
boundary of No.4 and to introduce a Pay and Display parking bay on the southern side 
of Kenilworth Gardens from a point of 17 metres west of the western kerbline of Station 
Lane westwards for a distance of 33.3 metres. 
 
Responses received 
 
Response 1 
 
From a resident of Kenilworth Gardens who agrees to the proposals that will ease 
congestion caused by vehicles parking to pick-up passengers from the station during 
peak times.  However, they do have concerns over vehicles being displaced further 
down Kenilworth Gardens, potentially obstructing driveways. 
 
Response 2 
 
From a resident of Kenilworth Gardens whose property is opposite the Railway Hotel, 
they welcome the proposed double yellow lines at the junction and the extension to 
cover the right of way to the rear of the Station Lane properties.  It is felt that if the pay & 
display is introduced it will cause greater volumes of parking in Kenilworth Gardens 
outside the first 3 or 4 properties.  It is felt that drivers will not pay the 20p fee to park to 
get bread or for short stays at the shops, which again will have an impact on access to 
their properties which is already an issue.  The resident has requested restrictions over 
their driveway which was not progressed due to this review and requests further 
restriction opposite the property to ease access for them and their neighbours.  Officers 
have suggested that their driveways be widened to improve access but this has been 
declined as the resident feels they already have access to the property which is 
sufficient to execute a 3 point turn.  They outline an incident where a driver pulled into 
their front garden which has also been experienced by another neighbour and there are 
safety considerations for younger members of the family.  The resident has provided a 
number of photos which shows the parking situation and would welcome a personal  
discussion with Councillors/Staff. 
 
Staff comments  
 
The proposals to introduce new Pay & Display parking facilities in Kenilworth Gardens 
and Clumberland Avenue are designed to provide parking provisions for the local 
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businesses, which will be lost due to the proposed extension of the Bus Stop Clearway 
on Station Lane. These proposals are designed to make the stop accessible for 
disabled passengers to use the bus service. The proposed ‘At any time’ waiting 
restrictions are designed to improve sight lines and access at the junctions and ensure 
the pedestrian refuge is not obstructed. The proposed changes from Disc Parking 
provisions to Pay & Display, is in line with the changes to the parking provisions outside 
the Driving Test centre, in Station Lane, which have reportedly worked very well.  
 
Recommendation - 18 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
 
 

Page 133



 

 
 
 

Page 134



 

 
 
 
 

Page 135



 

 

The Proposals as shown on plans  QJ055-0F-20 Suttons Gardens 
      QJ055-0F-21 Suttons Gardens 
  
The proposals as shown on plan No.QJ055-0F-20 and QJ055-0F-21 are to introduce 
‘At any time’ waiting restrictions on the south- eastern side of Suttons Avenue, from a 
point 25 metres north-east of the northern kerbline of Suttons Gardens to the common 
boundary of Nos. 7 and 9, extending into Suttons Gardens on its southern side to the 
common boundary of no 17 and 19 and on its northern side to the existing Free Parking 
bay, 12.15 metres east of the south-eastern kerbline of Suttons Avenue. To retain the 
existing free parking bay opposite nos. 11 and 13, change the existing Free parking bay 
along the flank of No.142 Station Lane to a Pay & Display parking facility, introducing ‘At 
any time’ waiting restrictions on the southern side of the road, from its junction with 
Station Lane to the proposed Pay & Display parking facility and on the northern side 
from its junction with Station Lane, to the common boundary of Nos. 2 and 4. The 
remainder of Suttons Gardens is proposed to be restricted with waiting restrictions 
operational between 10.30 am and 11.30am Monday to Friday inclusive.  
 
Responses received 
 
Response 1 
 
From a resident of Sutton Gardens who has lived there a long time and has concerns 
over the parking and safety of the locality.  Whilst the resident agrees with the 
advertised proposals they also have concerns over any new restrictions being properly 
enforced.  The issue of parking related to the café is highlighted as it is felt customers 
will park further down the road to avoid the parking charges.  There are also concerns 
over site lines being obstructed for residents exiting their driveways, particularly at 
weekends and also suggest a review process is considered given the residents’ 
concerns. 
 
Response 2 
 
From a resident Sutton Gardens that outlines that there are currently ‘At any time’ 
waiting restrictions parking bays and single yellow lines that apply from 10.30 - 11.30 
am.   
 
Response 3 
 
From a resident Sutton Gardens who outlines that there are four adults living in the 
property, of which they own three cars.  They state that they do have rear access in 
Suttons Avenue and whilst they welcome the introduction of the ‘At any time’ waiting 
restrictions it is their understanding that visitors to the café can still park on their 
forecourt and vans regularly block the view to on-coming traffic emerging from Suttons 
Gardens.  There have been a number of accidents in the past and the road is used as a 
cut-through between Suttons Avenue and Station Lane.  It is their understanding that 
the parking controls are being proposed to encourage trade to the retailers; however it is 
felt that this will not work for customers just nipping into the bakers and object to the pay 
and display element of the scheme.  They feel that it would be unfair to grant permits to 
residents of some streets and not to residents of Sutton Gardens.  This will 
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disadvantage residents when work is being carried out on their properties or have 
visitors. 
 
Staff comments  
 
The second respondent has misinterpreted the draft proposals.  
 
The proposals are designed to improve access at the junctions of Suttons Gardens and 
provide further Pay and Display parking facilities for the local shops, while the ‘At any 
time’ waiting restrictions will improve access at the junctions.  It is possible that the 
proposed changes to one of the free parking bays in Suttons Gardens, may impact on 
those residents that have multiple vehicles. 
 
Recommendation - 19 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
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The Proposals as shown on plans QJ055-0F-20,QJ055-0F-22,QJ055-0F-23, QJ055-
0F-24 Cumberland Avenue, Cumberland Close and Matlock Gardens 
 
The proposals are to introduce a residents parking scheme in Cumberland Avenue 
Matlock Gardens and Cumberland Close, operational between 10.30 a.m. and 11.30 
a.m. on Mondays to Saturdays inclusive, with associated ‘At any time’ waiting 
restrictions.  It is also proposed to introduce a new Pay & Display parking provision 
along the flank wall of 171 Station Lane, operational between 8.00 a.m. and 6.30 p.m. 
on Mondays to Saturdays inclusive. 
 
Responses received 
 
Response 1 
 
From a resident of Cumberland Avenue claiming that they didn’t receive any prior 
questionnaire to the proposals, nor had an opportunity to input suggestions.  They 
disagree with the proposals and feel that the current parking controls work well and do 
not need to change.    
 
Response 2 
 
From a resident of Cumberland Close who wishes to object to the proposed parking 
scheme and feels it would be unfair to pay for permits when surrounding roads have 
designated free parking provisions. 
 
Response 3 
 
From a resident of Cumberland Close who feels that there has been an omission of two 
parking bays in the area at the very end of Cumberland Close.  They also question the 
charging of the permits as there are a number of elderly residents in Cumberland Close 
and it is felt that their visitors should not have to pay for the privilege of visiting relatives.  
It is asked if a free permit can be issued to residents. 
 
Response 4 
 
From a resident of Cumberland Close who also questions the omission of the parking 
bays at the bottom of the Close.  They feel that the proposals do not clearly show what 
is happening in the remainder of the Close where changes are not proposed.  They wish 
to object to the proposals as they have lived at the property for over 10 years and do not 
feel the need for a permit scheme and think the existing Monday to Friday 10.30am to 
11.30am restrictions work well.  This family has three vehicles with one member of the 
family working for a utility company and has access to many different vehicles and this 
would cause many problems if permits apply.  They outline that permits will be a cost to 
residents and in all the time they have lived there they feel such a scheme is not 
necessary.  
 
Staff comments  
 
The proposals are designed to change the existing free parking bays in these roads to 
residents only parking bays improving the provisions for residents and removing the 
commuter element from the road. The associated ‘At any time waiting restrictions will 
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improve access in the narrower sections of the roads and at the junctions. Although 
these residents parking provisions are designed to help residents, they will have to 
purchase permits at the tariffs that apply throughout the borough. The proposed Pay & 
Display parking facilities will provide further parking space for the local shops. 
 
Recommendation - 20 
 
That the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 
monitored. 
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The Proposals as shown on plans  QJ055-0F-25 
      QJ055-0F-26 
      QJ055-0F-27 
 
The proposals are to extend the existing ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions in Hacton 
Drive on its northern side to cover the shared access of Nos. 19 & 21 installing 3 
parking bays from No21 to No51 between the existing vehicle crossovers leaving the 
existing crossovers unrestricted. On the southern side to extend the existing ‘At any 
time’ restrictions to cover the vehicle crossover to Nos.2 installing 3 parking bays 
between No2 &16 leaving the existing vehicle crossovers unrestricted and to introduce 
‘At any time’ waiting restrictions to cover the vehicle crossover of Nos.16&18 to common 
boundary of Nos. 46&48.  
 
Responses received 
 
Response 1 
 
From a resident of Hacton Drive who wishes to voice their concerns over the proposal. 
Suttons school and the nursery reportedly cause congestion and problems with traffic 
flow at peak times and they fail to see how increasing traffic into the road would benefit 
anyone as most residents already park on one side of the road and struggle to exit on to 
Suttons Lane. They are bemused by the proposals as the road is a No Through road 
and these would result in chaos when drivers are turning in a direction of exit. It is 
feared vehicles would use residents accesses for turning which may cause damage to 
residents vehicles they and ask will there be a reduction in Council Tax or offer any 
recompense for damage caused over time. They feel there will not be a single resident 
that will welcome the changes.  They suggest the Council purchases the area of land 
opposite the entrance Daws Avenue to make into a Car Park for at least 30 vehicles that 
can be permit controlled and which will raise revenue  
 
Response 2  
 
From a resident of Hacton Drive who suggests that the proposals will displace parking 
further down Hacton Drive and outlines that the problems of double parking only exists 
Monday to Friday when drivers park, drop off their children at nursery then walk to work. 
They feel the restrictions should only operate Monday to Friday giving residents and 
visitors a chance to park close to their homes. They outline that they strongly disagree 
with the proposals. Further to this they advise that the existing double yellow lines in 
Hacton Drive are flouted at school times.  Therefore the proposals are a waste of time 
as the school users will still take no notice  
 
Response 3  
 
From a resident of Hacton Drive who outlines that Hacton Drive does not adversely 
suffer from commuter parking.  However it does suffer from parents parking for the 
school around the junction of Suttons Lane. They feel the existing restrictions do not 
work and the parking problems have got worse at peak times. There are problems with 
getting out the road. The proposed parking spaces would not solve the problem but 
make it worse. Parents would use the proposed parking places causing more 
congestion and making it unbearable for residents. They suggested that restrictions 
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between 8am and 9am and 2.30pm and 3.45pm would be better as there are concerns 
over emergency access particularly at school peak times. 
 
Response 4 
 
From a resident of Hacton Drive that feels the only answer is to extend 1 hour no 
parking restriction, and the majority of problems are caused by non-residents.  They 
suggest that the refuge men experience difficulties negotiating the road.  
 
Response 5 
 
From a resident of Hacton Drive who while they understand the reason for the 
proposals, they suggest the restrictions should operate Monday to Friday between 7am 
and 6pm. This would give an opportunity for visitors and tradesman to visit without too 
much inconvenience for at least the weekend period. They also assume that the 
proposals would apply on Bank Holidays.  
 
Response 6  
 
From a resident who outlines that they would not like 24 hour restrictions but they would 
not mind a 1 hour restriction, as they think that would suit everybody.  
 
Response 7 
 
From a resident of Hacton Drive, who comments that they did not receive a plan of the 
proposals for the bus stop in Bevan Way, they outline that there have always been 
parking problems in Hacton Drive and the key consideration is concerning the ability for 
emergency and service vehicles to gain entry. They feel the restrictions should only 
extend up to No.24. Beyond that point they are perceived to be superfluous. They are 
not aware of access issues beyond Nos.26 & 29 and restrictions past this point are felt 
unnecessary. There is a parking lay-bay outside Nos. 26 & 29 which it is felt would be 
crass to lose as it is used for turning.  It is pointed out that everyone turns in the bigger 
space of the driveway of Nos 27 & 29. The parking restrictions at the junction are 
always abused at school peak time and are rarely enforced.  
 
Response 8 
 
From a resident of Hacton Drive who wishes to register their objection to the proposals. 
The resident was not happy with the quality of the plans provided They acknowledge 
that there are parking problems in Hacton Drive at school run times, inconsiderate 
parking by commuters and parents double parking which causes difficulties accessing 
the road, vehicles overhanging driveways and parking on the double yellow lines at the 
top of the road.  It is very rare that double parking takes place evenings and weekends 
as residents solve the problems. However, commuters leave their vehicles in the road 
all day. The proposed 24 hour restrictions will inconvenience residents that park their 
vehicles in the road and will have an affect on visitors. They ask what provisions would 
be made for tradesmen, it is felt that the proposals will displace commuters further into 
the street. They would not be opposed to parking restrictions for 1 hour in the morning 
and asks why the Council do not enforce the existing ‘At any time’ restrictions at the 
junction? The resident also comments regarding the legal format of the notice and that 
the proposals were difficult to understand.  
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Response 9 
 
From a resident of Hacton Drive who appreciates the attempt to try and maintain a 
staggered clear path for emergency and service vehicles. The problems in the road are 
caused by the parents using Sanders Draper and Suttons School, the nursery at the top 
of the road and commuters.  Residents generally don’t cause problems. It is suggested 
that the residents on the even lower numbered side of the road do not use their garages 
or front gardens for parking. It is felt that the proposed ‘At any time’ restrictions would be 
acceptable if the free bays were operated for residents use between 8am and 4pm and 
the permits should be free for those who are provided parking facilities for themselves 
and the remainder of residents should be charged a fee if the free parking bays will be 
used by parents of the schools displacing residents further down the road. They also 
feel that the double yellow lines should be extended into both sides of the road to 
prevent drivers loitering during school times. They also comment that they have no 
observations regarding the proposed pay and display on Suttons Lane.  
 
Response 10 
 
From a resident of Hacton Drive, who feels the proposals are unfortunately necessary 
and some residents will we adversely affected through no fault of their own. They outline 
the problems are caused by commuters and parking related to the nursery and schools, 
mainly Monday to Friday. The parking problems were made worse by the extension of 
the nursery with only further limited space for staff. The proposals are welcomed to 
improve access into the road for emergency and service vehicles. However, there are 
concerns over the affect that the proposals will have on residents. With residents having 
shared driveways and the parking provisions in the road being halved, residents will be 
displaced. They suggest alternating the restrictions all the way in the top section of the 
road or throughout the whole road. It is suggested that a residents parking scheme 
should be considered, operating Monday to Friday and not for 24 hours as is being 
considered in Cumberland Avenue. They criticise the level of enforcement at peak 
school times and suggest that the proposals will be no good if they are not enforced. 
The resident also comments that with the introduction of Pay and Display in Suttons 
Lane that more vehicles will be crossing over the footway to get to the shop frontages 
and nothing will be done to prevent this. They also feel that there should be a larger no 
parking area either side of the refuge in Suttons Lane to ease access trough the refuge 
for larger vehicles.  
 
Response 11 
 
From a resident of Hacton Drive, who is concerned that the proposals will displace 
parking further down the road, where there are no restrictions and suggest that the 
proposals be abandoned and a premium hour restriction be installed all the way down 
one side of the road. They also outline that access for service vehicle, deliveries and 
emergency services is tight at peak times. 
 
Response 12 
 
From a resident of Hacton Drive, who strongly objects to the “draconian proposals” for 
the quiet residential cul-de-sac. It is felt that the proposals will not resolve the commuter 
problems or stop parking at peak school times, but will have an adverse affect on 
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residents and their visitors. They feel the problems are caused by parents of the schools 
and the occasional commuter. They advise the current double yellow lines are ignored 
and extending the restrictions will not solve the problems. They would like to see more 
enforcement of the existing restrictions and prosecution for obstruction for the most 
inconsiderate offenders. 
 
Response 13 
 
From a resident of Hacton Drive, who has lived at the address for 30 years and 
considers that there is not a parking problem outside the property. There are concerns 
that the proposed restrictions may have an effect on visitors to elderly neighbours. It is 
considered that the only problems are at the junction for about an hour a day, where the 
existing restrictions are ignored and are not enforced. It is felt that policing all the 
restrictions around school sites is impossibility. They advise there are no problems in 
school holidays. 
 
Response 14 
 
From a resident of Hacton Drive, who objects to the proposals as they feel that they 
would create havoc to residents who would be restricted. The properties in the road 
predominately have sheared driveways and it is asked where will visitors and tradesmen 
park. It is felt that the free parking bays will be full of school, nursery and commuter 
parking leaving nowhere for the residents. Further to this, it is felt that the “draconian 
measures” will displace parking further down the road and will not stop the school 
congestion. They feel that the only fair solution to stop the congestion is for a residents 
parking scheme.   
 
Staff comments  
 
The proposals are designed to ensure access for emergency services at all times in this 
relatively narrow grass verged road. Parking of vehicles opposite one another does 
obstruct access through the road for larger vehicles. Even if a residents parking scheme 
were designed for the road, as some residents indicate that they would be in favour of, 
the amount of parking provision for residents would be significantly reduced as parking 
bays would not be installed opposite each other. It is considered that these proposals do 
not have the support of many residents.  This road has been consulted on a number of 
occasions regarding the implementation of further waiting restrictions to improve access 
into the road. These responses although outlining that there are parking problems in the 
road seem not to be in favour of the proposals as they stand. 
 
Recommendation - 21 
 
That the Committee decide if: 
 
a. the proposals be implemented as advertised and the effects of implementation be 

monitored; or 
b. the proposals be rejected. 
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HIGHWAYS 
ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 
14 August 2012 

REPORT 
 

 
 

Subject Heading: 
 
 
 

NORMAN ROADJUNCTION WITH 
HYLAND WAY, PROPOSED WAITING 
RESTRICTIONS - comments to 
advertised proposals 
 
 

Report Author and contact details: 
 
 
 

Iain Hardy 
Technical Officer 
01708 432440 
iain.hardy@havering.gov.uk 

 
 
 
The subject matter of this report deals with the following Council Objectives 
 

Clean, safe and green borough      [X] 
Excellence in education and learning     [] 
Opportunities for all through economic, social and cultural activity [] 
Value and enhance the life of every individual    [X] 
High customer satisfaction and a stable council tax   [] 

 

 

 

 

SUMMARY 
 
 

This report outlines the responses received to the advertised proposals for waiting 
restrictions at the Norman Road junction with Hyland Way, and recommends a further 
course of action.  
 
This scheme is within the Hylands Ward 
 
 

Agenda Item 14
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RECOMMENDATIONS  

 
 
1. That the Highways Advisory Committee recommends to the Cabinet Member for 

Community Empowerment that 
 

1 The proposed ‘At any time’ waiting at the junction of Norman Road and 
Hyland Way be implemented as advertised in accordance with plan 
HYW/01/01.  

 
 

REPORT DETAIL 
 

 
1.0 Background 
 
1.1 At it’s meeting on 16th November 2010 the Committee, approved proposals to 

consult on the introduction of ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions at the Norman 
Road junction with Hyland Way.  

 

1.2 Proposals to introduce ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions for 10 metres on all arms 
of the Norman Road junction with Hyland Way. were subsequently designed and 
publicly advertised. All residents in the area were advised of the proposals by 
letter with a copy of the plan HYW/01/01, which shows the proposals.  

 
1.3 This report outlines that one response was received to the formal consultation of 

the proposals and recommends a further course of action. 
 
1.4 The summary of the response received to the advertised proposals, along with 

staff comments are outlined below. 
 
1.5 Responses received 

 
One response was received from a resident of a corner property in Hyland Way, 
who strongly objects to the proposals.  The resident states that they went to court 
objecting to aspects of parking related to the planning consent for the Harrow 
Lodge Campus, but their objections were not upheld.  They state they are 
confused that restrictions are only proposed at this junction and not at the Hyland 
Way junction with Bush Elm Road, as the traffic impact report for the Harrow 
Lodge Campus did not indicate that there would be any parking problems related 
to the new development.  They advise that since the new road has been 
constructed, restriction on commercial vehicles in the development have meant 
that these types of vehicles have been forced to park in Hyland Way.  It is 
suggested that these restrictions should be lifted from within the development 
and applied to the junction.  They consider that the proposed restrictions will only 
shift the problems away from the cause, affecting the daily lives of even more 
residents.  They feel that another solution should be found to the problem, 
generated from the new development.  
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2.0  Staff comments  
 

2.1 The proposed waiting restrictions cover an area of the junction (10 metres) in 
which the Highway Code states that vehicles should not be parked.  Further to 
this, the resident indicates that light commercial vehicles are being parked 
around the junction, which will limit sight lines for drivers negotiating the junction. 

 
 

IMPLICATIONS AND RISKS 
 
 

 
 
Financial implications and risks:  
 
The total estimated cost of up to £500 for implementing the proposals and shown on the 
attached plan HYW/01/01, can be met from the 2012/13 Minor Parking Schemes 
budget. 
 
Overall costs will need to be contained within the overall revenue budget. 
 
Legal implications and risks: 
 
Waiting restrictions and parking bays require consultation and the advertisement of 
proposals before a decision can be taken on their introduction. 
 
Human Resources implications and risks: 
 
None. 
 
Equalities implications and risks: 
 
Parking restrictions in residential areas are often installed to improve road safety and 
accessibility for residents who may be affected by long-term non-residential parking. 
 
Parking restrictions have the potential to displace parking to adjacent areas, which may 
be detrimental to others. 
 
There will be some visual impact from the required lining work. 
 
No groups or individuals with protected characteristics will be affected by these 
proposals. 
 
 

BACKGROUND PAPERS 
 

 

Drawings: 
 
Advertised proposals drawing HYW/01/01 
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HIGHWAYS 
ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 
14 August 2012 

REPORT 
 

 
 

Subject Heading: 
 
 
 

CONISTON AVENUE / CRANSTON 
PARK AVENUE, PROPOSED WAITING 
RESTRICTIONS - comments to 
advertised proposals 
 
 

Report Author and contact details: 
 
 
 

Iain Hardy 
Technical Officer 
01708 432440 
iain.hardy@havering.gov.uk 

 
 
 
The subject matter of this report deals with the following Council Objectives 
 

Clean, safe and green borough      [X] 
Excellence in education and learning     [] 
Opportunities for all through economic, social and cultural activity [] 
Value and enhance the life of every individual    [X] 
High customer satisfaction and a stable council tax   [] 

 

 

 

 

SUMMARY 
 
 

This report outlines the responses received to the advertised proposals for waiting 
restrictions at the Coniston Avenue junction with Cranston Park Drive and recommends 
a further course of action.  
 
This scheme is within the Upminster Ward 
 
 

Agenda Item 15
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RECOMMENDATIONS  
 
 
1. That the Highways Advisory Committee recommends to the Cabinet Member for 

Community Empowerment that 
 

1 The proposed ‘At any time’ waiting at the junction of Coniston Avenue and 
Cranston Park Drive be implemented as advertised in accordance with 
drawing CPA/01/01.  

 
 
 

REPORT DETAIL 
 

 
 
1.0 Background 
 
1.1 At it’s meeting on 16th November 2010 the Committee, approved proposals to 

consult on the introduction of ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions at the junction of 
Coniston Avenue and Cranston Park Drive. 
 

1.2 Proposals to introduce ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions for 10 metres on all arms 
of the Coniston Avenue junction with Cranston Park Drive were subsequently 
designed and publicly advertised.  All residents in the area were advised of the 
proposals by letter with a copy of the plan CPA/01/01, which shows the 
proposals.  

 
1.3 This report outlines that no response were received to the formal consultation of 

the proposals and recommends a further course of action. 
 
1.4 The summaries of responses received to the advertised proposals, along with 

staff comments are outlined below. 
 
1.5 Responses received 

 
None.  

 
 
2.0  Staff comments  
 

2.1 None.  
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IMPLICATIONS AND RISKS 
 
 

 
 
Financial implications and risks:  
 
The total estimated cost of up to £500 for implementing the proposals and shown on the 
attached plan CPA/01/01, can be met from the 2012/13 Minor Parking Schemes budget. 
 
Overall costs will need to be contained within the overall revenue budget. 
 
Legal implications and risks: 
 
Waiting restrictions and parking bays require consultation and the advertisement of 
proposals before a decision can be taken on their introduction. 
 
Human Resources implications and risks: 
 
None. 
 
Equalities implications and risks: 
 
Parking restrictions in residential areas are often installed to improve road safety and 
accessibility for residents who may be affected by long-term non-residential parking. 
 
Parking restrictions have the potential to displace parking to adjacent areas, which may 
be detrimental to others. 
 
There will be some visual impact from the required lining work. 
 
No groups or individuals with protected characteristics will be affected by these 
proposals. 
 
 
 
 

BACKGROUND PAPERS 
 

 

Drawings: 
 
Advertised proposals drawing CPA/01/01 
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HIGHWAYS 
ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 
14 August 2012 

REPORT 
 

 
 

Subject Heading: 
 
 
 

PARSONAGE ROAD, PROPOSED 
WAITING RESTRICTIONS - comments 
to advertised proposals 
 
 

Report Author and contact details: 
 
 
 

Iain Hardy 
Technical Officer 
01708 432440 
iain.hardy@havering.gov.uk 

 
 
 
The subject matter of this report deals with the following Council Objectives 
 

Clean, safe and green borough      [X] 
Excellence in education and learning     [] 
Opportunities for all through economic, social and cultural activity [] 
Value and enhance the life of every individual    [X] 
High customer satisfaction and a stable council tax   [] 

 

 

 

 

SUMMARY 
 
 

This report outlines the responses received to the advertised proposals for an extension 
of the ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions in Parsonage Road and recommends a further 
course of action.  
 
This scheme is within the Rainham and Wennington Ward 
 
 
 

Agenda Item 16
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Highways Advisory Committee,14 August 2012 
 
 

 

 
 
 

RECOMMENDATIONS  
 
 
1. That the Highways Advisory Committee recommends to the Cabinet Member for 

Community Empowerment that 
 

1 The proposed ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions for Parsonage Road be 
implemented as advertised in accordance with drawing T&ET7-OF-101  

 
 
 

REPORT DETAIL 
 

 
1.0 Background 
 
1.1 At it’s meeting on 25th January 2011 the Committee approved proposals to 

consult on the extension of the ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions on the eastern 
side of Parsonage Road. 

 

1.2 Proposals to extend the existing ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions for 5 metres on 
the eastern side of Parsonage Road were subsequently designed and publicly 
advertised. All residents and businesses in the area were advised of the 
proposals by post with a copy of the plan T&ET7-OF-101, which shows the 
proposals.  A site notice was also placed at the location.  

 
1.3 This report outlines that no responses were received to the formal consultation of 

the proposals and recommends a further course of action. 
 
1.4 Responses received 

 
 None. 
 
2.0  Staff comments  
 
2.1 None. 
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Highways Advisory Committee,14 August 2012 
 
 

 

 
IMPLICATIONS AND RISKS 

 
 

Financial implications and risks:  
 
The total estimated cost of up to £200 for implementing the proposals and shown on the 
attached plan T&ET7-OF-101, can be met from the 2012/13 Minor Parking Schemes 
budget. 
 
Overall costs will need to be contained within the overall revenue budget. 
 
Legal implications and risks: 
 
Waiting restrictions and parking bays require consultation and the advertisement of 
proposals before a decision can be taken on their introduction. 
 
Human Resources implications and risks: 
 
None. 
 
Equalities implications and risks: 
 
Parking restrictions in residential areas are often installed to improve road safety and 
accessibility for residents who may be affected by long-term non-residential parking. 
 
Parking restrictions have the potential to displace parking to adjacent areas, which may 
be detrimental to others. 
 
There will be some visual impact from the required lining work. 
 
No groups or individuals with protected characteristics will be affected by these 
proposals. 
 
 

BACKGROUND PAPERS 
 

 

Drawings: 
 
Advertised proposals drawing T&ET7-OF-101 
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Highways Advisory Committee,14 August 2012 
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HIGHWAYS 
ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 
14 August 2012 

REPORT 
 

 
 

Subject Heading: 
 
 
 

BRYANT AVENUE PROPOSED 
WAITING RESTRICTIONS - comments 
to advertised proposals 
 
 

Report Author and contact details: 
 
 
 

Alexandra Watson 
Business Unit Manager (Schemes & 
Challenges) 
01708 432603 
alexandra.watson@havering.gov.uk 

 
 
 
The subject matter of this report deals with the following Council Objectives 
 

Clean, safe and green borough      [X] 
Excellence in education and learning     [] 
Opportunities for all through economic, social and cultural activity [] 
Value and enhance the life of every individual    [X] 
High customer satisfaction and a stable council tax   [] 

 

 

 

 

SUMMARY 
 
 

 

This report outlines the responses received to the public advertisement of proposed ‘At 
any time’ waiting restrictions in Bryant Avenue, fronting the McDonald’s site, and 
recommends a further course of action.  
 
This scheme is within the Harold Wood Ward 
 

Agenda Item 17
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Highways Advisory Committee 14 August 2012 
 
 

 

 
 

RECOMMENDATIONS  
 
 
 
1. That the Highways Advisory Committee recommends to the Cabinet Member for 

Community Empowerment that: 
 

1 The proposed ‘At any time’ waiting for Bryant Avenue be implemented as 
advertised in accordance with drawing titled ‘Bryant Avenue’ attached to this 
report.  

 
 

REPORT DETAIL 
 
 
1.0 Background 
 
1.1 At it’s meeting on 19th June 2012, the Committee approved a request (TPC244) 

to consult on the introduction of ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions in Bryant Avenue 
on the south-west side, between the north-western kerb-line of the access road 
leading to McDonalds Restaurant and a point 32 metres north-west of that kerb-
line. 

 

1.2 Proposals were subsequently designed and publicly advertised.  The proposals 
were advertised on site by way of a site notice.  

 
1.3 This report outlines that no responses were received to the formal consultation of 

the proposals and recommends a further course of action. 
 
2.0 Responses received 

 
None. 

 
3.0  Staff comments  
 

3.1 None.  
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Highways Advisory Committee 14 August 2012 
 
 

 

 
 

IMPLICATIONS AND RISKS 
 

 
Financial implications and risks:  
 
The total estimated cost of up to £300 for implementing the proposals as shown on the 
attached plan Bryant Avenue, can be met from the 2012/13 Minor Traffic and Parking 
Schemes budget. 
 
Overall costs will need to be contained within the overall revenue budget. 
 

Legal implications and risks: 
 

Waiting restrictions and parking bays require consultation and the advertisement of 
proposals before a decision can be taken on their introduction. 
 
Human Resources implications and risks: 
 
None. 
 
Equalities implications and risks: 
 
Parking restrictions in residential areas are often installed to improve road safety and 
accessibility for residents who may be affected by long-term non-residential parking. 
 
Parking restrictions have the potential to displace parking to adjacent areas, which may 
be detrimental to others. 
 
There will be some visual impact from the required lining work. 
 
No groups or individuals with protected characteristics will be affected by these 
proposals. 
 
 

BACKGROUND PAPERS 
 

 

 

Drawings: 
 
Advertised proposals on Plan: Bryant Avenue 
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Highways Advisory Committee 14 August 2012 
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HIGHWAYS 
ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 
14 August 2012 

REPORT 
 

 
 

Subject Heading: 
 
 
 

BURLEIGH CLOSE/ ESSEX ROAD, 
PROPOSED WAITING RESTRICTIONS - 
comments to advertised proposals 
 
 

Report Author and contact details: 
 
 
 

Iain Hardy 
Technical Officer 
01708 432440 
iain.hardy@havering.gov.uk 

 
 
 
The subject matter of this report deals with the following Council Objectives 
 

Clean, safe and green borough      [X] 
Excellence in education and learning     [] 
Opportunities for all through economic, social and cultural activity [] 
Value and enhance the life of every individual    [X] 
High customer satisfaction and a stable council tax   [] 

 

 

 

 

SUMMARY 
 
 

This report outlines the responses received to the advertised proposals for waiting 
restrictions at the Burleigh Close junction Essex Road, and recommends a further 
course of action.  
 
This scheme is within the Mawneys Ward 
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Highways Advisory Committee,14 August 2012 
 
 

 

 
RECOMMENDATIONS  

 
 
1. That the Highways Advisory Committee recommends to the Cabinet Member for 

Community Empowerment that: 
 

a) The proposed ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions at the junction of Burleigh 
Close and Essex Road be implemented in accordance with the drawing 
titled ‘Burleigh Close/Essex Road’ attached to this report and as 
advertised. 

 
 

REPORT DETAIL 
 
 
1.0 Background 
 
1.1 At it’s meeting on 14th June 2011 the Committee approved proposals (TPC42) to 

consult on the introduction of ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions at the junctions of 
Burleigh Close and Essex Road.  
 

1.2 Proposals to introduce ‘At any time’ waiting restrictions for 10 metres on all arms 
of the Burleigh Close junction with Essex Road were subsequently designed and 
publicly advertised.  Residents in the area were advised of the proposals by post 
with a copy of the plan Burleigh Close/Essex Road outlining the proposals. Site 
notices were also placed at the location. 

 
1.3 This report outlines that no response were received to the formal consultation of 

the proposals and recommends a further course of action. 
 
2.0 Responses received 

 
None.  

 
3.0  Staff comments  
 

None.  
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Highways Advisory Committee,14 August 2012 
 
 

 

 
IMPLICATIONS AND RISKS 

 
 
Financial implications and risks:  
 
The total estimated cost of up to £500 for implementing the proposals as shown on the 
attached plan can be met from the 2012/13 Minor Parking Schemes budget. 
 
Overall costs will need to be contained within the overall revenue budget. 
 
Legal implications and risks: 
 
Waiting restrictions and parking bays require consultation and the advertisement of 
proposals before a decision can be taken on their introduction. 
 
Human Resources implications and risks: 
 
None. 
 
Equalities implications and risks: 
 
Parking restrictions in residential areas are often installed to improve road safety and 
accessibility for residents who may be affected by long-term non-residential parking. 
 
Parking restrictions have the potential to displace parking to adjacent areas, which may 
be detrimental to others. 
 
There will be some visual impact from the required lining work. 
 
No groups or individuals with protected characteristics will be affected by these 
proposals. 
 
 

BACKGROUND PAPERS 
 

 

Drawings: 
 
Advertised proposals drawing Burleigh Close/Essex Road 
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HIGHWAYS 
ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 
14 August 2012 

REPORT 
 

 
 

Subject Heading: 
 
 
 

HIGHWAY SCHEMES APPLICATIONS 
August 2012 
 

Report Author and contact details: 
 
 
 

Mark Philpotts 
Principal Engineer 
01708 433751 
mark.philpotts@havering.gov.uk 

 
 
 
The subject matter of this report deals with the following Council Objectives 
 

Clean, safe and green borough      [X] 
Excellence in education and learning     [] 
Opportunities for all through economic, social and cultural activity [X] 
Value and enhance the life of every individual    [] 
High customer satisfaction and a stable council tax   [] 

 

 

 

 

SUMMARY 
 
 
This report presents applications for new highway schemes for which the 
Committee will make recommendations to the Head of StreetCare to either 
progress or the Committee will reject. 
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RECOMMENDATIONS  
 
 
1. That the Committee considers that the Head of StreetCare should proceed 

with the detailed design and advertisement (where required) of the highway 
schemes applications set out the attached Schedule, Section A – Scheme 
Proposals with Funding in Place. 
 

2. That the Committee considers the Head of StreetCare should not proceed 
 further with the highway schemes applications set out in the attached 
Schedule,  Section B - Scheme proposals without funding available. 

 
3. That the Committee notes the contents of the Schedule, Section C – 

Scheme proposals on hold for future discussion. 
 
4. That it be noted that any schemes taken forward to public consultation and 

advertisement (where required) will be subject to a further report to the 
Committee and a decision by the Cabinet Member for Community 
Empowerment if a recommendation for implementation is made. 

 
5. That it be noted that the estimated cost of implementing each scheme is set 

out in the Schedule along with the funding source. In the case of Section B - 
Scheme proposals without funding available, that it be noted that there is no 
funding available to progress the schemes. 

 
 
 
 

REPORT DETAIL 
 
 

1.0 Background 
 
1.1 The Highways Advisory Committee receives all highway scheme requests; 

so that a decision will be made on whether the scheme should progress or 
not before resources are expended on detailed design and consultation. 

 
1.2 Several schemes are funded through the Transport for London Local 

Implementation Programme and generally the full list of schemes will be 
presented to the Committee at the first meeting after Annual Council, unless 
TfL make an early funding announcement, in which case the list can be 
provided early. Some items will be presented during the year as 
programmes develop. 

 
1.3 There is also a need for schemes funded by other parties or programmes 

(developments with planning consent for example) to be captured through 
this process. 
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1.4 Where any scheme is to be progressed, then the Head of StreetCare will 
proceed with the detailed design, consultation and public advertisement 
(where required). The outcome of consultations will then be reported to the 
Committee which will make recommendations to the Cabinet Member for 
Community Empowerment. Where a scheme is not to be progressed, then 
the Head of StreetCare will not undertake further work.  

 
1.5 In order to manage this workload, a schedule has been prepared to deal 

with applications for new schemes and is split as follows; 
 

(i) Section A - Scheme Proposals with Funding in Place. These are 
projects which are fully funded and it is recommended that the Head 
of StreetCare proceeds with detailed design and consultation. 

 
(ii) Section B - Scheme proposals without funding available. These are 

requests for works to be undertaken where no funding from any 
source is identified. The recommendation of Staff to the Committee 
can only be one of rejection in the absence of funding. The 
Committee can ask that the request be held in Section C for future 
discussion should funding become available in the future. 

 
(iii) Section C - Scheme proposals on hold for future discussion. These 

are projects or requests where a decision is not yet required 
(because of timing issues) or the matter is being held pending further 
discussion should funding become available in the future. 

 
 
1.6  The schedule contains information on funding source, likely budget (as a 

 self-contained scheme, including staff design costs), the request originator, 
 date placed on the schedule and a contact point so that Staff may inform the 
 person requesting the scheme the outcome of the Committee decision. 

 
 
 
 

  IMPLICATIONS AND RISKS 
 
 
Financial implications and risks: 
 
The estimated cost of each request or project is set out in the Schedule for the 
Committee to note.  
 
The costs shown are an estimate of the full costs to implement a scheme should it 
be ultimately implemented. It should be noted that further decisions are to be made 
following a full report to the Committee and with the Cabinet Member approval 
process being completed where a scheme is recommended for implementation. 
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Legal implications and risks: 
 
Many aspects of highway schemes require consultation and the advertisement of 
proposals before a decision can be taken on their introduction.  
 
Where a scheme is selected to proceed, then such advertisement would take place 
and then be reported in detail to the Committee so that a recommendation may be 
made to the Cabinet Member for Community Empowerment. 
 
With all requests considered through the Schedule, a formal set of 
Recommendations and a record of the Committee decisions are required so that 
they stand up to scrutiny. 
 
 
Human Resources implications and risks: 
 
None. 
 
 
Equalities implications and risks: 
 
Decisions need to be made which are in accordance with various equalities 
considerations, the details of which will be reported in detail to the Committee so 
that a recommendation may be made to the Cabinet Member for Community 
Empowerment. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

BACKGROUND PAPERS 
 

 

 

 

None. 
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HIGHWAYS 
ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 
14 August 2012 

REPORT 
 

 
 

Subject Heading: 
 
 
 

TRAFFIC AND PARKING SCHEME 
REQUESTS 
August 2012 
 

Report Author and contact details: 
 
 
 

Alexandra Watson 
Traffic & Parking Control, Business 
Unit Manager (Schemes & Challenges) 
01708 432603 
alexandra.watson@havering.gov.uk 

 
 
 
The subject matter of this report deals with the following Council Objectives 
 

Clean, safe and green borough      [X] 
Excellence in education and learning     [] 
Opportunities for all through economic, social and cultural activity [X] 
Value and enhance the life of every individual    [] 
High customer satisfaction and a stable council tax   [] 

 

 

 

 

SUMMARY 
 
 
This report presents applications for on-street minor traffic and parking schemes for 
which the Committee will make recommendations to the Cabinet Member for 
Community Empowerment who will then recommend a course of action to the 
Head of StreetCare to either progress, reject or hold pending further review. 
 
 
 
 

Agenda Item 20
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RECOMMENDATIONS  

 
 
 
1. That the Committee considers the on-street minor traffic and parking 

scheme requests set out in the Schedule, Section A – Minor Traffic and 
Parking scheme requests for prioritisation and for each application the 
Committee either; 

 
(a) Recommends that the Cabinet Member for Community 

Empowerment advise that the Head of StreetCare should proceed 
with the detailed design and advertisement (where required) of the 
minor traffic and parking scheme; or 

 
(b) Recommends that the Cabinet Member for Community 

Empowerment advise that the Head of StreetCare should not 
proceed further with the minor traffic and parking scheme. 

 
2. That the Committee notes the contents of the Schedule, Section B – Minor 

Traffic and Parking scheme requests on hold for future discussion.  
 
3. That it be noted that any schemes taken forward to public consultation and 

advertisement (where required) will be subject to a further report to the 
Committee and a decision by the Cabinet Member for Community 
Empowerment should recommendation for implementation is made and 
accepted by the Cabinet Member for Community Empowerment. 

 
4. That it be noted that the estimated cost of implementing each scheme is set 

out in the Schedule along with the funding source and that the budget 
available in 2012/13 is £90.5K.  It should also be noted that the advertising, 
Order making and street furniture costs for special events are funded via this 
revenue budget.  The estimated costs for implementing traffic and parking 
management measures to support the Olympic Torch Relay, Olympic 
Games and the Paralympic Games is currently £45K. 

 
5. In total and at Period 4 £25K is uncommitted. 
 
 

REPORT DETAIL 
 
 

1.0 Background 
 
1.1 The Highways Advisory Committee receives all on-street minor traffic and 

parking scheme requests.  The Committee advises whether a scheme 
should progress or not before resources are expended on detailed design 
and consultation. 

 
1.2 Approved Schemes are generally funded through a revenue budget 

(A24650).  Other sources may be available from time to time and the 
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Committee will be advised if an alternative source of funding is potentially 
available and the mechanism for releasing such funding. 

 
1.3 Where the Committee recommends to the Cabinet Member for Community 

Empowerment that it’s approved a scheme to be progressed, then subject to 
the approval of the Cabinet Member for Community Empowerment the Head 
of StreetCare will proceed with the detailed design, consultation and public 
advertisement (where required). The outcome of consultations will then be 
reported to the Committee, which will make recommendations to the Cabinet 
Member for Community Empowerment.  

 
1.4 Where the Committee recommends to the Cabinet Member for Community 

Empowerment that a scheme should not be progressed subject to the 
approval of the Cabinet Member for Community Empowerment the Head of 
StreetCare will not undertake further work and the proposed scheme will be 
removed from the Schemes application list.  Schemes removed from the list 
will not be eligible for re-presentation for a period of six months commencing 
on the date of the Highways Advisory Committee rejection.  

 
1.5 In order to manage and prioritise this workload, a schedule has been 

prepared to deal with applications for schemes and is split as follows; 
 

(i) Section A – Minor Traffic and Parking requests. These requests may 
be funded through the Council’s revenue budget (A24650) for Minor 
Traffic and Parking Schemes or an alternative source of funding 
(which is identified) and the Committee advises the Cabinet Member 
for Community Empowerment to recommend to the Head of 
StreetCare whether each request is taken forward to detailed design 
and consultation or not. 

 
(ii) Section B – Minor Traffic and Parking scheme requests on hold for 

future discussion. These are projects or requests where a decision is 
not yet required (because of timing issues) or the matter is being held 
pending further discussion or funding issues. 

 
1.5 The schedule contains information on funding source, likely budget (as a 

 self-contained scheme, including design costs), the request originator, 
 date placed on the schedule and a contact point so that Staff may inform the 
 person requesting the scheme the outcome of the Committee advice to the 
Cabinet Member for Community Empowerment. 

 
1.6 Committee is also asked to note that officers in Traffic and Parking Control 

received approximately 4,000 pieces of correspondence in relation to traffic 
and parking control scheme requests and queries from 1st July 2012 until 
31st July 2012 
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  IMPLICATIONS AND RISKS 

 
 
Financial implications and risks: 
 
The estimated cost of each request is set out in the Schedule for the Committee to 
note.  
 
The costs shown are an estimate of the full costs to implement a scheme should it 
be ultimately implemented. It should be noted that further decisions are to be made 
following a full report to the Committee and with the Cabinet Member approval 
process being completed where a scheme is recommended for implementation. 
 
Overall costs will need to be contained within the overall revenue budget. 
 
Where other funding streams are sought, for example Invest to Save bids, no 
scheme will be progressed until relevant funding is secured and if dependent 
funding is not secured, then schemes will be removed from the work programme. 
 
Legal implications and risks: 
 
Many aspects of on-street minor traffic and parking schemes require consultation 
and the advertisement of proposals before a decision can be taken on their 
introduction.  
 
When the Cabinet Member for Community Empowerment approves a request, then 
public advertisement and consultation would proceed to then be reported back in 
detail to the Committee following closure of the consultation period.  The 
Committee will then advise the Cabinet Member for Community Empowerment to 
approve the scheme for implementation. 
 
With all requests considered through the Schedule, a formal set of 
Recommendations and a record of the Committee decisions are required so that 
they stand up to scrutiny. 
 
Human Resources implications and risks: 
 
None. 
 
Equalities implications and risks: 
 
Decisions need to be made which are in accordance with various equality and 
diversity considerations, the advice of which will be reported in detail to the 
Committee so that they may advise the Cabinet Member for Community 
Empowerment. 
 
 

BACKGROUND PAPERS 
 

None. 
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‘THE OVERNIGHTER’ – A new season ticket (TPC 263) 
 
Introduction 
 
As kerbside parking provision becomes increasingly limited in our Town Centres and new 
residential blocks are subject to S106 agreements, Traffic and Parking Control have received many 
enquiries from residents of those properties for parking provision. 
 
Whilst the S106 agreements prevent residents from applying for a residents parking permit, they 
can purchase season tickets for any of our off-street car parks.  However, our current season ticket 
provision only extends to all day at a cost of £200 per quarter (£70 per month) in Romford Town 
Centre and Balgores Square car parks or £150 per quarter in outlying off-street car parks (£50 per 
month).  The current provision does not extend to evenings and weekends and by the introduction 
of ‘The Overnighter’ we are seeking to provide a season ticket that will provide this less expensive 
parking provision. 
 
Pilot Scheme 
 
Proposed Car Parks 
 
It is proposed to initially pilot the season ticket our off-street car parks in Romford Town Centre as 
follows: 
 
Town Hall Car Park (excluding the area to the immediate front of the Town Hall beyond the 
automatic barrier) 
Como Street Car Park 
Slaney Road Car Park 
 
Security of Car Parks 
 
All the above car parks have either Park Mark accreditation and/or CCTV monitoring. 
 
Proposed Tariff Times 
 
6pm until 10am Monday to Friday 
All Day Saturday and Sunday 
 
Proposed Tariff 
 
£300 per annum or £30 per month. 
 
Advertising and Marketing 
 
Promotional leaflets will be produced to be circulated to residential blocks, for example the Axis 
along with public advertisement and details of the new season ticket on our website. 
 
Limited Spaces 
 
It is suggested that we limit the number of season tickets as follows to ensure there remains ample 
capacity for visitors to Romford Town Centre on a Saturday.  However, these numbers are by no 
means definite: 
 
Town Hall Car Park (capacity 563) – 20 spaces 
Como Street Car Park (capacity 206 spaces) – 50 spaces 
Slaney Road Car Park (capacity 98 spaces) – 20 spaces 
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