
 

 

F&A Meeting – 12 September 2019 
 

Agenda Item FA1462/19  
 

Proposed Permit Parking Scheme (CPZ) on Public Roads in Croxley Green 
 

Response from Croxley Green Parish Council 

This response to the public consultation by Three Rivers District Council is structured in two 

parts:  

 General comments and 

 Street specific comments 

 

Essence of the proposals  

“The proposal, which the District Council initiated following public requests and has been 

developed based on feedback from the two informal stages of consultation, proposes a Permit 

Parking Zone that operates for one hour during the day (exact time to be determined), along 

with some minor changes to existing restrictions.”  

“Your street has been included because there was a consensus in support of new parking 

controls with a one hour parking restriction during the middle of the day (that would allow 

permit holders only to park in your street), to prevent all-day commuter parking.” 

CGPC comment – this suggests that the sole purpose of the scheme is to deter all-day 

commuter parking on streets where there was a consensus (majority) in favour of controls.  It 

does not explain the various elements of the scheme in a way that the public can readily 

understand.  

The plans have been produced in two formats, as .pdf files available on line or as printed plans 

available at the TRDC offices, Croxley Green public library and the parish Council offices.  

Those visiting the parish Council offices to views the proposals have found it very difficult to 

understand what is being proposed.  There is no simple, non-technical explanation of the 

overall scheme, or of any of the elements included.  

Electronic copies of the plan in .pdf format:  

 “Frankland Road” TRDC/CROXLEY/DD/001/H, May 2019  

 “Beechcroft Avenue” TRDC/CROXLEY/DD/002/H, May 2019  

 “Watford and New Road” TRDC/CROXLEY/DD/003/H, May 2019  

 “Watford and New Road 2” TRDC/CROXLEY/DD/004/H, May 2019  

 “Dorrofield Close” TRDC/CROXLEY/DD/005/H, May 2019  

 “Valley Walk” TRDC/CROXLEY/DD/006/H, May 2019  

 “Overview” TRDC/CROXLEY/DD/007/H, May 2019  

 “Winton Drive” TRDC/CROXLEY/DD/008/H, May 2019  

 “New Road Service Road” TRDC/CROXLEY/DD/009/H, May 2019  

 “The Green” TRDC/CROXLEY/DD/010/H, May 2019  

These were presented in paper form as numbers 001; 002; 003; 004; 007; 009 and 011, with 

001 including 006, 008 and 010 (but not 005).  
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General comments  

Croxley Green Parish Council has some concerns about the proposed scheme. 

Parking problems in Croxley Green 

The scheme is proposed to prevent “all-day commuter parking”.  The Parish Council is aware 

that there are a number of different parking issues in Croxley Green.  There is limited space for 

parking on street.  Local residents own more cars than our houses and streets were built to 

accommodate and there is not enough space for every car.  Any household with several cars 

causes extra pressure on the limited space.  Many householders have widened their drives or 

converted their front gardens in parking forecourts.  This gives them more space for parking but 

takes away parking spaces on the street.  

On some local roads the problem is more about parking space in the evenings and at 

weekends, than about commuter or visitor parking, and these proposals do nothing to create 

additional space.  In total they will reduce the space available for on street parking, but there 

has been no attempt to quantify or analyse these effects.  

Some local residents have suggested that the parking issue is more about inconsiderate 

parking behaviour by some drivers, rather than the presence of visitors’ vehicles.  

Others have pointed out that many of those parking during the day are people working in local 

businesses and premises and that, if the permit scheme is introduced, they will still need to find 

somewhere to park.  The perceived parking problem will simply move to other streets.  

Many local residents have expressed their unwillingness to be charged for parking on the 

street, especially those who have no other option because of the historic layout of their 

properties and the local roads.  

Commuters, visitors and displacement parking  

Neither the letter nor the plans explain what is going to happen to the “commuters” or other 

visitors who will not be parking within the CPZ.  There is no estimate of the numbers involved, 

or where they might seek to park instead (displacement parking).  There is nothing in the 

proposals about providing additional parking for those wishing to use Croxley station.  Overall 

the effect of the proposals is likely to be to reduce the amount of on street parking for residents 

as well as deterring visitors from parking without permits.  

CGPC suggests that TRDC should give further careful consideration to the number of vehicles 

likely to be displaced, and the likely impact on adjoining streets and areas before bringing 

forward Traffic Regulation Orders.  

CGPC also suggests that TRDC should closely monitor the impact of any displacement parking 

and undertake to consult local residents at the end of the monitoring period (within a year) on 

the need to either extend any adopted scheme or take other measures to manage parking.  

 

Lack of effective enforcement  

A number of residents have expressed concerns about the proliferation of double yellow lines 

within Croxley Green.  Their experience is that there is little or no enforcement activity before 8 

am or after 6 pm, or at weekends.  The double yellow lines seem to have purely symbolic effect 



 

 

and are frequently ignored by inconsiderate drivers.  Without a significant increase in 

enforcement activity outside weekday office hours any proliferation of double yellow lines is 

likely to increase disregard by drivers and bring the whole process of parking control and 

management into disrepute.  

CGPC suggests that TRDC should give careful consideration to increasing the enforcement of 

existing controls, particularly parking on double yellow lines marked for road safety and traffic 

management reasons, in the evenings and at weekends.  

Varying control periods  

The proposals include a number of different control periods, with no clear explanation of any 

reason for the differences.  For example, limited waiting bays, all for one hour, no return within 

two hours:  

 Mon – Sat 8 am to 6 pm  

 Mon – Sat 8:30 am to 5:30 pm  

 Mon – Sat 8:30 am to 6:30 pm  

Unless there is a good reason for these differences, GCPC suggests that they might be 

standardised to simplify things for residents and enforcement, perhaps for consistency as 8 am 

to 6 pm.  This would allow returning residents to park from 5 pm onwards and enable overnight 

parking to continue until 9 am.  

Lack of effective engagement   

The Parish Council has been very disappointed with the level of engagement from the District 

Council and Councillors with local residents. Many residents have expressed their confusion 

over the scheme and felt there was not enough explanation over the proposals.  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

 

Street specific comments 

Dorrofield Close (005)  

Although the proposed CPZ was supported by a majority of local residents, CGPC is uncertain 

what specific parking problems the residents are experiencing.  

If Dorrofield Close is to become part of a CPZ, CGPC suggests it should be a small, self-

contained CPZ for the local residents ONLY  

The proposal includes a short “L” shaped double yellow line at the far end.  The purpose of this 

restriction is not apparent.  

CGPC suggests it would be helpful to have the purpose explained and the extent of the 

proposed restriction more clearly defined.  

Winton Drive (002 and 008) 

The drawings incorrectly show single yellow lines on Winton Drive outside Croxley Station.  

These have already been repainted as a series of bays with a special parking zone code.  

CGPC suggests that there is a need for more space for vehicles to drop off and collect people 

from the station and suggests that these spaces should be rezoned as short term parking / 

waiting spaces – either 20 minutes, or 60 minutes, with no return within 2 hours, seven days a 

week, rather than for long term commuter parking, as this would be a better use of this road 

space.  

A length of existing bays on Winton Drive outside Malvern Way Infants School are described as 

“proposed permit bays Mon to Sat 10 am to 11 am”.  These are already permit bays as part of 

Zone W, Mon to Sat 12 am to 1 pm.  They are not new or additional bays and there is no 

explanation why the timing of these bays is being altered when the rest of CPZ zone W is 

unaltered.  

CGPC suggests this should be reconsidered and a clear explanation given for the proposed 

change in the timing.  

Nuttfield Close (001) 

Residents have commented about the difficulty of entering and leaving Nuttfield Close with 

vehicles parked near the end of the close at the junction with Frankland Road.  

CGPC supports the use of double yellow lines at the junction, on road safety grounds, and 

suggests that they should be extended sufficiently far to allow clear sight lines for vehicles 

entering and leaving.  

CGPC has noted the comparatively narrow access road and suggests that one side (or the 

other) should also have a single yellow line to limit waiting during the working day and guide 

residents and visitors to park on one side (or the other).  

Frankland Road (001) 

The entrance to Frankland Road from the Watford Road already has a single yellow line 

restriction signed as Mon – Sat 8:00 am to 6:30 pm, between Mill Lane and Nuttfield Close, 

outside numbers 1 to 7, which is often ignored.  



 

 

CGPC suggests this length might be upgraded to double yellow lines to improve vehicle access 

to the end of Frankland Road and remove any uncertainty about parking on this length.  

There are limited period waiting bays alongside 184 Watford Road which are currently Mon – 

Sat 8 am to 6 pm, 1 hour no return within 2 hours.  CGPC supports their retention to provide 

parking for those using the local businesses.  

Permit bays are proposed from number 2 to 74 and from number 9 to 77.  CGPC has no 

comment on these proposals.  

However CGPC suggests TRDC should estimate the number of vehicles likely to be displaced 

and consider where they may be parked in future (possibly further along Frankland Road).  

Hazelwood Road (002)  

The junction of Hazelwood Road from the Watford Road already has double yellow lines on 

both sides and a short length of limited waiting Mon – Sat 8:30 am to 5:30 pm, 1 hour no return 

within 2 hours.  CGPC supports its retention to provide parking for those using the local 

businesses and suggests it could be amended to 8 am to 6 pm, for consistency.  

The proposed zone ends at numbers 19 and 30.  This is midway round a tight radius bend, with 

the entrance to Hazelbank on the eastern side.  CGPC suggests that TRDC should reconsider 

the best point to end the zone in the light of the road geometry and either include part of 

Oakleigh Drive or introduce a single or double yellow line restriction around the tight bend.  

CGPC suggests TRDC should estimate the number of vehicles likely to be displaced from 

Hazelwood Road and consider where they may be parked in future (possibly further along 

Oakleigh Drive or on Valley Walk).  

Beechcroft Avenue (002)  

The plan shows double yellow lines are proposed at the junction of Beechcroft Avenue with 

Hazelwood Road.  There are already double yellow lines at this junction and CGPC supports 

their retention, on road safety grounds.  

The proposed zone ends at numbers 64 and 67.  CGPC has no other comments on this part of 

the proposed zone.  

However CGPC suggests TRDC should estimate the number of vehicles likely to be displaced 

from Beechcroft Avenue and consider where they may be parked in future (possibly on 

Oakleigh Drive or Valley Walk).  

Valley Walk (006)  

The plan shows double yellow lines proposed at the junctions of Valley Walk with  

 Beechcroft Avenue  

 Sycamore Road  

 Oakleigh Drive  

CGPC supports the use of double yellow lines at these junctions, on road safety grounds, and 

suggests that they should be extended sufficiently far to allow clear sight lines for vehicles 

entering and leaving.  

 



 

 

Watford Road East (002)  

This is the length of Watford Road from Croxley station to number 157 (odd) and from 

Frankland Road junction to number 280 (junction with Valley Walk).  

There are extensive double yellow lines marked near the station and around the junctions and 

CGPC supports their retention on road safety and traffic management grounds.  

There are kerbside cycle lanes without any waiting restrictions on both sides of the road.  

CGPC supports the retention of these cycle lanes, and the introduction of waiting restrictions to 

enable cyclists to use them safely.  

There is one bus stop on the eastern side, outside number 212, without any road markings.  

The plans do not include a bus stop road marking at this point.  CGPC suggests TRDC should 

consider whether a marked bus stop bay would be appropriate here.  

There are areas of grass verge outside properties from 200 to 216.  From 200 to 208 these 

have been landscaped attractively but from 210 to 216 they are being used for informal parking.  

CGPC suggests that TRDC should decide whether these areas are to be retained as grass 

verge and protected as such, or converted to hard standing and used for parking.  If they are to 

be protected as verge, CGPC would be willing to consider developing a suitable planting 

scheme and maintaining the area on behalf of the community and local residents.  

There is a short length of layby, protected by a traffic island, in front of numbers 188 to 198 

marked as limited waiting bays Mon – Sat 8.30 am to 6.30 pm, 1 hour no return within 2 hours.  

There is also a short length of layby (possibly formerly a bus bay) in front of numbers 200 to 

208 marked as limited waiting bays Mon – Sat 8:30 am to 5:30 pm, 1 hour no return within 2 

hours.  

CGPC suggests these two areas could be standardised to 8 am to 6 pm, for consistency.  

There is a wide hard standing between the carriageway and the front of properties from number 

214 to number 280.  CGPC supports the formalisation of parking on the hard standing to 

provide a clearly defined footway for pedestrians and safe parking for residents and visitors 

without blocking access to the adjoining properties.  

Watford Road Central (003)  

This is the length of Watford Road from the junction with Dickinson Square (number 63) to the 

junction with New Road (the Red House, pub).  

Double yellow lines are proposed at the junction with Dickinson Square.  CGPC supports the 

use of double yellow lines at this junction, on road safety grounds, and suggests that they 

should be extended sufficiently far to allow clear sight lines for vehicles entering and leaving.  

A single yellow line is proposed from the junction protection measures at Dickinson Square to 

number 67, no waiting Mon – Sat 8:30 am to 6:30 pm.  CGPC suggests this should be 

amended to 8 am to 6 pm for consistency, and to accommodate the heavier traffic present 

during the morning.  

From number 69 to number 99 permit bays are proposed.  CGPC has no comment on this 

proposal.  



 

 

There are double yellow lines at the junction with The Crescent.  Residents on The Crescent 

have complained that cars parked on the Watford Road near this junction tend to obscure the 

view and make exiting The Crescent difficult and dangerous.  CGPC supports the use of double 

yellow lines at this junction, on road safety grounds, and suggests that they should be extended 

further along the Watford Road to allow clear sight lines for vehicles entering and leaving.  

From number 105 to number 121 permit bays are proposed.  CGPC welcomes this proposal as 

there have been many complaints to CGPC about the presence of commuter parking on this 

length of the Watford Road and the effect on the safe passage of larger vehicles along the 

road.  

The remainder of the north side of the road is protected by double yellow lines and pedestrian 

crossing markings.  CGPC supports their retention.  

The Crescent (003)  

The entrance to The Crescent is already protected by double yellow lines which are omitted (in 

part) from the plan.  CGPC supports their retention within the proposed CPZ for road safety and 

traffic management reasons.  

The plan proposes double yellow lines at the head of The Crescent, presumably to protect the 

turning circle for vehicle manoeuvring.  CGPC has no comment on this proposal.  

CGPC suggests TRDC should estimate the number of vehicles likely to be displaced from The 

Crescent and consider where they may be parked in future.  

Harvey Road (003) 

There are already short double yellow lines at the junction with Harvey Road.  Local residents 

have explained that there can be severe congestion problems due to the amount of traffic 

entering and leaving Harvey Road, particularly at the beginning and end of the school day.  

CGPC therefore welcomes the proposed extension of the double yellow lines on the western 

side of Harvey Road (junction approach).  CGPC suggests that, in addition, there should be a 

single yellow line on the eastern side Mon – Fri, 8 am to (at least) 5 pm to ensure that the 

junction is kept clear for entering as well as exiting traffic.  

No other controls are proposed on Harvey Road.  

CGPC is aware, from local residents, that there is already some commuter parking on Harvey 

Road (vehicles observed arriving at the start of the working day and parking, the driver walking 

away from their car in office attire, and returning in the late afternoon or evening).  Although 

Harvey Road residents may not have responded in favour of parking controls CGPC considers 

that TRDC should independently estimate the amount of parking likely to be displaced from 

adjacent roads (particularly the Watford Road, Gonville Avenue and The Crescent) and the 

potential impact on Harvey Road.  

Gonville Avenue (003)  

There are currently no parking restrictions on Gonville Avenue although some local residents 

deploy traffic cones to deter visitor parking.  

Double yellow lines are proposed at both junctions of Gonville Avenue with Watford Road.  

CGPC supports the use of double yellow lines at both these junctions, on road safety grounds, 



 

 

and suggests that they should be extended sufficiently to allow clear sight lines for vehicles 

entering and leaving Gonville Avenue.  

Double yellow lines are proposed on both sides of the carriageway at the two tight bends along 

Gonville Avenue.  The road carriageway is narrow and a no waiting restriction would improve 

traffic flow at these bends.  CGPC would only support these double yellow lines if they are also 

supported by a majority of residents on Gonville Avenue.  

CGPC draws TRDC’s attention to extensive parking on hard standings on both sides of the 

carriageway at the bend between numbers 7 and 9.  If double yellow lines are marked on the 

carriageway there may be a need to regularise the off carriageway parking arrangements.  

CGPC suggests TRDC should estimate the number of vehicles likely to be displaced from 

Gonville Avenue and consider where they may be parked in future (possibly on Harvey Road).  

Watford Road Central (003)  

This is the length of Watford Road from the junction with Harvey Road (number 90) to the 

Station (number 160).  

A single yellow line is proposed from the junction protection measures at Harvey Road (number 

90) to the junction protection measures with Gonville Avenue (beyond number 112), with no 

waiting Mon – Sat 8:30 am to 6:30 pm.  CGPC suggests this should be amended to 8 am to 6 

pm for consistency, and to accommodate the heavier traffic present during the morning.  

Double yellow lines are proposed from the junction with Gonville Avenue (before number 110) 

to outside 136 (beyond Southam Mews).  CGPC welcomes this proposal as there have been 

many complaints to CGPC about the presence of commuter parking on this length of the 

Watford Road and the effect on the safe passage of larger vehicles along the road.  

The combination of permit bays on the northern side and double yellow lines on the southern 

side of Watford Road will provide clear and safe passage for vehicles in both directions, 

including larger vehicles.  

A shared use bay is proposed outside numbers 138 and 140.  “Shared use” is not defined.  

Residents in Southam Mews have expressed concerns about the difficulty of exiting the 

development as views to the right (towards oncoming traffic) can be obscured by vehicles 

parked in the area currently marked on the road.  CGPC suggests that, if parking is to be 

permitted outside numbers 138 and 140, it should be limited to vehicles displaying disability 

badges and also be limited in duration, perhaps to one hour Mon – Sat from 8 am to 6 pm.  

The rest of Watford Road from 142 to 160 is already protected by a bus bay, a pedestrian 

crossing and double yellow lines.  CGPC supports their retention.  

New Road Service Road (009)  

This is a short road off Barton Way (between number 2 and number 2b Barton Way) that gives 

access to the rear of properties on New Road and the Barton Way recreation ground.  

The proposals do not show the existing waiting restrictions in the marked bays (Mon – Sat 8:30 

am to 6:30 pm, 2 hours, no return within 1 hour) which is not an easily enforceable restriction.  

CGPC suggests that this restriction be amended to something more easily enforced – for 

example 2 hours, no return with 4 hours.  



 

 

The only change to the existing restrictions is a new short length of double yellow lines on the 

north side of the access, adjacent to number 2 Barton Way.  CGPC supports the existing 

restrictions and supports the proposed change on traffic management and road safety grounds.  

New Road East (003)  

This is the length of New Road from the junction with Dickinson Square (adjoining number 146) 

to the junction with the Watford Road (beyond number 290) and from number 147 to the 

junction with the Watford Road (beyond number 319).  

There are already extensive controls along this part of New Road.  

New double yellow lines are proposed from the junction protection measures at Dickinsons 

Square to the New Road Surgery (at number 166).  No reason is given.  CGPC supports the 

proposal on traffic management and road safety grounds as this length of New Road is narrow 

and congested and unsuitable for kerbside parking or waiting.  

A new single yellow line is proposed from outside number 208 to outside number 276 with no 

waiting Mon – Sat 8:30 am to 6:30 pm.  No reason is given.  CGPC supports the proposal on 

traffic management and road safety grounds, as this length of New Road is narrow and 

congested and unsuitable for kerbside parking or waiting.  However CGPC suggests this could 

be amended to 8 am to 6 pm for consistency, and to accommodate the heavier traffic present 

during the morning.  

Permit parking bays are proposed from number 278 to outside the Red House car park, with a 

short length of double yellow lines to protect the access to garages and parking at the rear of 

properties.  CGPC has no comment on these proposals.  

CGPC supports the retention of the length of single yellow line, the protected bus bay and the 

double yellow lines to the junction with the Watford Road but suggests that the no waiting 

period might be amended to 8 am to 6 pm for consistency.  

From number 147 to the junction with the Watford Road the only change proposed is a single 

yellow line from outside number 275 to outside number 305 with no waiting Mon – Sat 8:30 am 

to 6:30 pm.  CGPC supports the proposal on traffic management and road safety grounds, as 

this length of New Road is narrow and congested and unsuitable for kerbside parking or 

waiting.  However CGPC suggests this could be amended to 8 am to 6 pm for consistency, and 

to accommodate the heavier traffic present during the morning.  

CGPC supports the retention of all the current parking restrictions from outside number 147 to 

the junction with the Watford Road.  However CGPC suggests that the existing single yellow 

line parking controls could be amended to 8 am to 6 pm for consistency.  

New Road Central (004)  

This is the length of New Road from outside number 68 to the junction with Dickinson Square 

(adjoining number 146) and from number 85 to outside number 145.  

No changes are proposed from outside number 68 to the junction with Dickinson Avenue and 

CGPC supports the retention of the existing controls and restrictions.  However CGPC 

suggests that the current no waiting restriction Mon – Sat 8:30 am to 6:30 pm might be 

amended to 8 am to 6 pm for consistency.  



 

 

A very short length of double yellow lines is proposed outside number 85.  No reason is given 

for this.  It does not seem to be necessary to improve sight lines from the junction with Evans 

Close.  

A permit parking bay is proposed from outside number 87 to outside number 97.  This length of 

road is currently unrestricted parking and GCPC has no comment on the proposal.  

No other changes are proposed on this length of road and CGPC supports the retention of the 

existing controls and restrictions.  .  However CGPC suggests that the current no waiting 

restriction Mon – Sat 8:30 am to 6:30 pm might be amended to 8 am to 6 pm for consistency.  

Dickinson Square (003)  

Dickinson Square presents particular challenges because many of the properties have no off 

road parking and the Conservation Area status limits modifications to accommodate additional 

vehicles.  

The plan proposes double yellow lines at junctions and tight corners.  No specific reason is 

given.  It seems likely that they are proposed for traffic management and road safety reasons to 

enable the safe manoeuvring of vehicles on a tightly constrained road.  

Residents have expressed concerns that these will reduce the available parking space.  CGPC 

suggests that TRDC should carry out a detailed exercise to estimate the reduction in the 

number of parking spaces and justify the need for the double yellow lines before preparing 

TROs for Dickinsons Square.  

CGPC supports the proposed double yellow lines at the junction with Watford Road for road 

safety and traffic management reasons.  

The plan shows a single yellow line to the east of Dickinson Square from outside number 31 to 

the entrance to The Guildhouse and Cherry Croft.  The plan does not include a legend 

explaining the proposed restriction, which is presumably Mon – Sat 8:30 am to 6:30 pm.   

The plan also shows a proposed shared use bay to the west of Dickinson Square from outside 

number 32 to the entrance to the Co-op parking area.  The proposals do not include an 

explanation of “shared use”.  

These two proposals taken together reduce the space available for parking during the day and 

widen the carriageway available for vehicle movement.  CGPC suggests that TRDC should 

explain the purpose of the proposed “shared use” bays and carry out a detailed exercise to 

estimate the reduction in the number of parking spaces before preparing TROs for Dickinsons 

Square.  

The plan shows a short length of double yellow line at the entrance to the Co-op loading bay 

parking area.  No explanation is given.  This is presumably proposed to improve sight lines for 

vehicles entering and leaving the area, and provide manoeuvring space for the larger delivery 

vehicles to enter and leave the site.  CGPC supports the need for safe manoeuvring space.  

Dickinson Avenue (& Square) (004)  

The plan proposes a permit zone from Dickinson Square to the existing double yellow lines at 

the junction with Yorke Road.  



 

 

Parts of Dickinson Avenue have extensive off road parking, other parts have none.  There is 

currently pressure on road parking space during the evenings (which will not be alleviated by 

the proposals) and residents report that there is some on street parking by visitors (or 

commuters) which is likely to be displaced, in particular parking associated with Rickmansworth 

School.  

CGPC suggests TRDC should estimate the number of vehicles likely to be displaced from 

Dickinson Square and Dickinson Avenue and consider where they may be parked in future 

(possibly on Yorke Road).  

Yorke Road (004) 

Residents have commented that the junction of Dickinson Avenue with Yorke Road is quite 

tight and have suggested that, as well as the double yellow lines at the junction, there should 

be a short length of double yellow lines on Yorke Road opposite the junction, to make it easier 

for longer vehicles to exit from Dickinson Avenue.  CGPC suggests TRDC should carefully 

consider this suggestion as part of the proposed parking scheme, particularly in view of the 

likely displaced parking onto Yorke Road.  

Watford Road West (003 & 004)  

This is the length of Watford Road from outside number 5 to the junction with Dickinson Square 

(number 83) and from outside number 8 to the junction with Harvey Road (outside number 88)  

CGPC notes that the OS base map is somewhat dated, showing the Duke of York public house 

which was demolished many years ago and replaced by a row of town houses, and suggests 

TRDC and its consultants may wish to update their records.  

A single yellow line is proposed for almost the full length, on both sides, with no waiting Mon – 

Sat 8:30 am to 6:30 pm.  No reason is given for this proposal.  There is comparatively little on 

street parking on this length of the Watford Road (the A412) which is busy with traffic through 

the day.  CGPC supports the proposal to limit on street parking on traffic management and road 

safety grounds.  CGPC suggests that the hours of restriction might be amended to 8 am to 6 

pm for consistency.  

The existing double yellow lines at the junction with Yorke Road do not continue onto the 

Watford Road, perhaps for historic reasons.  The plans (incorrectly) show them already 

extended on to the Watford Road.  CGPC supports the extension of these double yellow lines 

sufficiently far onto the Watford Road on road safety grounds, to improve sight lines for vehicles 

entering and leaving Yorke Road.  

The plan shows new double yellow lines at the junction with Bateman Road where there are 

currently no restrictions.  CGPC supports the use of double yellow lines at this junction on road 

safety grounds, and suggests that they should be extended sufficiently to allow clear sight lines 

for vehicles entering and leaving Bateman Road.  

The plan shows only one permit parking bay on the road, outside numbers 29 and 31.  CGPC 

has no comment on this proposal.  However councillors have noticed occasional parking at 

various places on this length of the Watford Road and CGPC suggests that TRDC consider 

whether this is sufficient provision on this length of busy road, and whether additional permit 

bays might be included in the overall design to provide additional safe parking on street for 

residents.  



 

 

The Green (New Parade) (010)  

The plan proposes time limited waiting bays outside number 1 and 3, The Green, and numbers 

1 to 4, New Parade, The Green.  The plan does not identify the hours of operation (which could 

be 8 am to 6 pm, for consistency).  CGPC suggests that TRDC should specify the proposed 

hours of restriction.  CGPC notes that there are other nearby parking spaces on The Green, 

alongside number 1, Windmill Drive, where there are no proposals to limit waiting time.  CGPC 

has no other comment on this proposal.  

 


