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  Protocol for the Operation of the Call-in Sub-Committee  (Pages 1 - 2) 
 

  Protocol for Handling Portfolio Holder Decisions Referred Back by the 
Call-in Sub-Committee  (Pages 3 - 4) 
 

  AGENDA - PART I   
 

1. Appointment of Chair:    
 To note the appointment at the Overview and Scrutiny Committee meeting 

held on 24 November 2004 of Councillor Mitzi Green as Chair of the Sub-
Committee for the remainder of the 2004/05 Municipal Year. 
 

2. Attendance by Reserve Members:    
 To note the attendance at this meeting of any duly appointed Reserve 

Members. 
 
Reserve Members may attend meetings:- 
 
(i) to take the place of an ordinary Member for whom they are a reserve; 
(ii) where the ordinary Member will be absent for the whole of the 

meeting; and  
(iii) after notifying the Chair at the start of the meeting. 
 

3. Declarations of Interest:    
 To receive declarations of personal or prejudicial interests, arising from 

business to be transacted at this meeting, from all Members present. 
 

4. Arrangement of Agenda:    
 To consider whether any of the items listed on the agenda should be 

considered with the press and public excluded on the grounds that it is 
thought likely, in view of the nature of the business to be transacted, that 
there would be disclosure of confidential information in breach of an 
obligation of confidence or of exempt information as defined in the Local 
Government (Access to Information) Act 1985. 
 

5. Appointment of Vice-Chair:    
 To appoint a Vice-Chair of the Sub-Committee for the remainder of the 

2004/05 Municipal Year. 
 

6. Minutes:    
 That the minutes of the meeting held on 3 November 2004, having been 

circulated, be taken as read and signed as a correct record. 
 



 

 

 7. Call-in of Environment and Transport Portfolio Holder Decision: Petts 
Hill Bridge - Scheme Design and Consultation Results:   

 
Enc.  (a) Notice Invoking the Call-in   (Pages 5 - 6)   

 
Enc.  (b) Record of the Decision of the Environment and Transport Portfolio 

Holder   (Pages 7 - 8)   
 

Enc.  (c) Documentation sent to the Environment and Transport Portfolio Holder  
(Pages 9 - 56)   

 
 8. Call-in of Environment and Transport Portfolio Holder Decision: 

Stanmore CPZ - Consultation Results:   
 

Enc.  (a) Notice Invoking the Call-in   (Pages 57 - 58)   
 

Enc.  (b) Record of the Decision of the Environment and Transport Portfolio 
Holder   (Pages 59 - 62)   

 
Enc.  (c) Documentation sent to the Environment and Transport Portfolio Holder  

(Pages 63 - 180)   
 

9. Any Other Business:    
 Which the Chair has decided is urgent and cannot otherwise be dealt with. 

 
  AGENDA - PART II - NIL   

 
  Local Government (Access to Information) Act 1985:  In accordance with 

the Local Government (Access to Information) Act 1985, this meeting is being 
called with less than 5 clear working days’ notice by virtue of the special 
circumstances and grounds for urgency stated below:- 
 
Special Circumstances/Grounds for Urgency:  Under Overview and Scrutiny 
Procedure Rule 22.6, a meeting of the Call-in Sub-Committee must be held 
within 7 clear working days of the receipt of a request for call-in.  This 
meeting therefore had to be arranged at short notice and it was not possible 
for the agenda to be published 5 clear working days prior to the meeting.   
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 PROTOCOL FOR THE OPERATION OF THE CALL-IN SUB-COMMITTEE 
 
 
1. Call-in is the process whereby a decision of the Executive, Portfolio Holder or Officer (where the 

latter is taking a Key Decision) taken but not implemented, may be examined by the Overview 
and Scrutiny Committee prior to implementation.  The Overview and Scrutiny Committee has 
established the Call-in Sub-Committee to carry out this role.  Overview and Scrutiny Procedure 
Rule 22 sets out the rules governing the call-in process. 

 
 The process for call-in 
 
2. Any six of the Members of the Council and the co-opted members on the Lifelong Learning 

Scrutiny Sub-Committee can call in a decision of the Executive which has been taken but not 
implemented.  (NB: Co-opted members of the Lifelong Learning Scrutiny Sub-Committee may 
only sign up to requests to call in decisions relating to education matters).  Only decisions 
relating to Executive functions, whether delegated or not, may be called in. 

 
3. Decisions of the Executive will not be implemented for 5 clear working days following the 

publication of the decision and a decision can only be called in within this period (this does not 
apply to urgent decisions - Overview and Scrutiny Procedure Rule 23 refers).  The notice of the 
decision will state the date on which the decisions may be implemented if not called in. 

 
4. Call-in must be by notification to the Borough Solicitor in writing or by fax, signed by all six 

Members/co-opted members requesting the call-in.  A request for call-in by e-mail will require a 
separate e-mail from each of the six Members/co-opted members concerned.  A proforma of a 
notice for call-in has been circulated for the use of Members and co-opted members. 

 
5. In accordance with Overview and Scrutiny Procedure Rule 22.5, a notice by Members/co-opted 

members to invoke the call-in procedure must state at least one of the following grounds in 
support of the request for a call-in of the decision:- 

 
(a) inadequate consultation with stakeholders prior to the decision; 
(b) the absence of adequate evidence on which to base a decision; 
(c) the decision is contrary to the policy framework, or contrary to, or not wholly in 

accordance with the budget framework; 
(d) the action is not proportionate to the desired outcome; 
(e) a potential human rights challenge; 
(f) insufficient consideration of legal and financial advice. 
 
The call-in notice should also provide details of the evidence to support the grounds for call-in. 
 

6. Requests for call-in which, on investigation by the Borough Solicitor, are found to have been 
made without the support of the required number of Members or co-opted Members, or without 
specifying one of the grounds set out under Overview and Scrutiny Committee Rule 22.5, will 
not be referred to the Call-in Sub-Committee. 

 
 Referral to the Call-in Sub-Committee 
 
7. Once a valid notice invoking the call-in procedure has been received, a meeting of the Call-in 

Sub-Committee will be arranged, in consultation with the Chair and Nominated Member(s) of the 
Sub-Committee, within seven clear working days of the receipt of the request for call-in.  The 
other Members of the Sub-Committee will be notified of the need for a meeting, and the date 
thereof, at the earliest possible opportunity. 

 
8. The papers to be considered by the Call-in Sub-Committee will be all those considered by the 

decision-taker when the decision was taken, the record of the decision and the written details of 
the call-in request.  Where information material to the decision is known to officers and was not 
available to the decision taker, either because it only became known after the date of the 
decision or otherwise, such information should be drawn to the attention of Members of the Call-
in Sub-Committee. 
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9. The papers will be sent to all Members and Reserve Members of the Sub-Committee, the 
Executive, the relevant Chief Officer, and all those who had signed up to the call-in.  Relevant 
Ward Councillors will also be notified of the meeting if the issue in question is specific to a 
particular Ward or Wards.  The Chair of the Sub-Committee may also request that the papers be 
sent to any other persons that he/she feels is appropriate. 

 
10. Members sitting on the Call-in Sub-Committee should bring to the meeting an open mind and an 

impartial approach.  Where a Member of the Sub-Committee is one of the Members calling in 
the decision, that Member should send a Reserve Member to the meeting of the Sub-Committee 
which considers the call-in, unless (for example because they are a co-opted member) they do 
not have a nominated Reserve. 

 
11. The relevant Portfolio Holder and the relevant Chief Officer (or his/her representative) will be 

invited to attend the meeting to explain the reasons for the decision and to clarify any aspects 
associated with the issue in question. 

 
12. The Members initiating the call-in will be invited to nominate one of their number or another 

Member who is not a Member of the Call-in Sub-Committee to advocate on their behalf and on 
behalf of others who may oppose the decision.  Such a Member will be entitled to speak at the 
Call-in Sub-Committee on an equal footing with the Portfolio Holder and the relevant Chief 
Officer (or his/her representative). 

 
13. The Chair of the Call-in Sub-Committee, in consultation with the meeting, may invite any other 

persons (for example, a legal adviser or other appropriate officer) to assist during the meeting as 
he/she feels appropriate. 

 
14. The Chair of the Call-in Sub-Committee, in consultation with the meeting, will determine how the 

call-in will be dealt with.  The rules on deputations and petitions shall apply as they apply to the 
Overview and Scrutiny Committee. 

 
15. Having considered the call-in, the Sub-Committee may come to one of the following 

conclusions:- 
 

(i) that the grounds for the call-in be upheld and  
 

(a) in the event that it is upheld that the decision is contrary to the policy framework, 
or contrary to, or not wholly in accordance with the budget framework, the 
decision be referred to the Council.  In such a case the Call-in Sub-Committee 
must set out the nature of its concerns for Council.  The nature of such concerns 
would usually be expected to be significant and well proven in the context of the 
decision under consideration; or 

 
(b) the decision be referred back to the decision taker for reconsideration.  In such a 

case the Call-in Sub-Committee must set out the nature of its concerns for the 
decision taker.  The nature of such concerns need only be sufficient to indicate 
that reconsideration is warranted, and need not necessarily indicate that the Sub-
Committee believes the decision should be reversed, unless so stated by the 
Sub-Committee. 

 
(ii) that the grounds for the call-in be rejected and the decision be implemented.  
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PROTOCOL FOR HANDLING PORTFOLIO HOLDER DECISIONS REFERRED BACK BY 
THE CALL-IN SUB-COMMITTEE 
 
 
 
(1) This protocol applies to decisions made by individual Portfolio Holders (whether or not 

on the recommendation of an Advisory Panel) which are (a) the subject of call-in by the 
Call-in Sub-Committee of the Overview and Scrutiny Committee and (b) the Call-in Sub-
Committee refers the decision back to the Portfolio Holder for reconsideration under 
Overview and Scrutiny Procedure Rule No 22.8(c). 

 
(2) In every case where the circumstances in the preceding paragraph arise, a local 

protocol shall apply to the effect that the Call-in Sub-Committee shall refer the matter to 
the Leader of the Council who will determine whether the matter should be referred to 
the Cabinet or to the Portfolio Holder. 

 
 
Agreed by Cabinet, 17/12/02. 
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Record of Environment and Transport Portfolio Holder’s Decision  
Ref:  PHD 068/04 

Subject: Petts Hill Bridge – Scheme Design and Consultation Results 

(The report sought authority to implement the proposed scheme in 
order to improve traffic and pedestrian access at the Petts Hill Bridge 
junction). 

Date of Decision: 20 December 2004 

Declaration of interest 
(if any): 

None 

Key decision 
(Yes/No?): 

No

Urgent/Non Urgent 
decision?: 

Non-Urgent 

Public/Exempt?: Public 

Options considered: As set out in paragraph 2.2 of the published officer report and minutes 
of the Panel meeting.  

Any other option 
identified by the 
Portfolio Holder: 

None 

Decision: That (1) the comments recorded in the recommendation be noted; 

(2) the proposed scheme and junction layout as described in the 
design report in Appendix A of the officer report be approved for 
implementation; and 

(3) authority be given to officers to take all necessary steps under 
Section 6 of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984, to introduce a bus 
lane at the Northolt Road/Alexandra Avenue junction, subject to the 
consideration of any formal objections and that the details of the order 
making be delegated to officers. 

Reasons for decision: To enable officers to progress the scheme implementation. 

Is the decision subject to call-in?  YES 

YES - The call-in period expires on 4 January 2005 (5.00pm). 
The decision can be implemented on 5 January 2005 if not called in. 

 NO - The decision is Urgent and can be implemented now. 

Agenda Item 7b
Pages 7 to 8
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CALL-IN - this is the process whereby a decision taken by the Executive or a Portfolio 
Holder may be examined by the Overview and Scrutiny Committee.  The Overview 
and Scrutiny Committee may recommend that the Executive reconsider the decision. 

For further information, please contact Nick Wale on 020 8424 1323 or by e-mail: 
nick.wale@harrow.gov.uk
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Ref: 068/04 

Record of Environment and Transport Portfolio Holder’s Decision Upon 
Receipt of Recommendation from the Traffic and Road Safety Advisory Panel 

meeting held on 1 December 2004 

Subject: Petts Hill Bridge – Scheme Design and Consultation Results  

Status: Part 1 

Date of Decision: 

Declaration of 
interest by Portfolio 
Holder (if any): 
Key decision 
(Yes/No?): 

No

Reasons for 
Urgency:  

N/A 

Options considered 
by Advisory Panel: 

As set out in paragraph 2.2 of the published officer report and minutes of 
the Panel meeting. 

Additional Options 
considered/identifie
d by Portfolio 
Holder: 

The Portfolio Holder deferred decision for further information and or 
consultation/ 
agreed/disagreed* with the recommendations of the above named Panel 
which were as follows (*please delete as appropriate) : 

Decision:

That (1) the comments recorded in the recommendation be noted; 

(2) the proposed scheme and junction layout as described in the design 
report in Appendix A of the officer report be approved for implementation; 
and

(3) authority be given to officers to take all necessary steps under Section 6 
of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984, to introduce a bus lane at the 
Northolt Road/Alexandra Avenue junction, subject to the consideration of 
any formal objections and that the details of the order making be delegated 
to officers.

Reasons for 
decision: To enable officers to progress the scheme implementation. 

Additional Reasons 
for decision 
identified by 
Portfolio Holder (if 
any): 

Agenda Item 7c
Pages 9 to 56
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Signature: …………………………………………………………………………………. 

Portfolio Holder 

Name: …………………………………………………………………………………. 
(please print) 

Date: 

Note: White sections of the form should be completed by the initiating department prior to receipt by the 
Portfolio Holder. The Portfolio Holder is requested to complete the grey sections of the form. 

FOR RETURN TO NICK WALE, COMMITTEE SERVICES, ROOM 143 EXTENSION 2323 
NOTE TO PORTFOLIO HOLDER: Please note that once you have taken this decision the Authority is 
required, in accordance with the decision of Extraordinary Council at its meeting held on 28 May 2002 
(Minute 27) to publish a record of your decision within two clear working days. In order to facilitate this, it is 
important that you return this document as soon as possible. Thank-you for your co-operation.
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Meeting:   
 

Traffic And Road Safety Advisory Panel 

Date: 
 

Wednesday 1st December 2004 

Subject: 
 

Petts Hill Bridge – Scheme Design & 
Consultation Results 

Responsible Officer: 
 

Interim Head of Environment & Transport 

Contact Officer: 
 

Hanif Islam 

Portfolio Holder:  
 

Environment & Transport 

Key Decision: 
 

No 

Status: 
 

Part 1 

 
Section 1: Summary 
 
Decision Required 
 
To recommend to the Portfolio Holder for Environment and Transport that: 
 

1. The proposed scheme and junction layout as described in the design 
report in Appendix A be approved for implementation. 

 
2. Authority be given to officers to take all necessary steps under Section 6 

of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984, to introduce a bus lane at the 
Northolt Road / Alexandra Avenue junction, subject to the consideration of 
any formal objections and that the details of the order making be 
delegated to officers. 

 
 
Reason for report 
 
To enable officers to progress to scheme implementation. 
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Benefits 
 
Improved bus priority at the junction of Northolt Road and Alexandra Avenue by 
completion of bus priority measures in the area and removal of pinch point at 
Petts Hill bridge. 
 
Improvements to pedestrian and cycle routes beneath the Chiltern Line at Petts 
Hill, particularly segregating vehicular traffic from pedestrians and cyclists. 
 
Enhancements to the operation of traffic signals at Northolt Road and Alexandra 
Avenue junction, including provision for pedestrians. 
 
Enhancements to the urban area of the Petts Hill bridge. 
 
 
Cost of Proposals  
 
The total cost estimate at present is £4.32million to be funded by Transport for 
London (TfL). To date, TfL have approved the scheme and £500,000 for 
spending in 2004/05 and committed to a further £2.48million for 2005/06. 
 
Risks 
 
Construction mechanism needs to be agreed with Network Rail. Network Rail’s 
preferred mechanism is unlikely to be acceptable in terms of cost and land 
acquisition requirements.   
 
Land Agreements and track possession needs to be agreed with Network Rail. 
 
Recent revisions to the cost estimate have meant that the total scheme cost has 
increased by £836,000 over the original cost estimate of £3.48million. Transport 
for London has not yet formally approved this increase. 
 
The scheme requires land acquisition on both Harrow and Ealing sides. 
Difficulties in this area could delay the scheme. 
 
Implications if recommendations rejected 
 
Implementation of the scheme likely to be delayed. Committed funding from TfL 
would be at risk.  
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Section 2: Report 
 
2.1 Brief History 
 
The Petts Hill railway bridge carries the Chiltern Line over the road on the 
boundary between Harrow and Ealing, immediately south of the junction of the 
A312 (Northolt Road) and A4090 (Alexandra Avenue). It is well known as a 
‘bottleneck’ for all traffic and has been identified as a source of delay to buses 
because of the restricted width of the carriageway under the bridge. However, 
remedial works constituted too big a scheme to be carried out within the limited 
financial and time frames set for TfL’s London Bus Initiative.  
Harrow has subsequently taken the lead in promoting a major improvement 
scheme and has obtained funding from TfL to progress a joint scheme with 
Ealing Council over the three years 2004/05 – 2006/07.  Detailed design of the 
highway layout has recently been completed. Enabling works (public utilities 
diversions) have started on site. Actual scheme implementation is scheduled to 
start on site in Spring 2005 and finish in Summer 2006. 
The objectives of the scheme are to achieve: 

•  Improved bus journey time and reliability; 

•  Improved pedestrian facilities; 

•  Improved cycle facilities; 

•  Local environmental improvement; 

•  Exploration of the potential for reducing delays to general traffic. 
TfL’s own consultants have produced a business case, which demonstrates 
significant benefits for the associated cost. The benefits include journey time 
savings for all traffic including buses. 
Transport for London Bus Priority Team has given its support for the scheme. 
The London Borough of Ealing is also committed to the project.  
The proposed works include: 

•  A new bore through the railway embankment each side of the existing 
bridge to provide for pedestrians and cyclists; 

•  Approach paths; 

•  Reallocation of the space released underneath the bridge to provide a 
third traffic lane; 

•  Junction modifications at Alexandra Avenue including a northbound bus 
lane on Northolt Road on the approach to the signals. 

The proposed scheme introduces controlled pedestrian crossings at the junction 
of Northolt Road with Alexandra Avenue. These will enhance the safety and 
comfort of pedestrians crossing the junction.  
In terms of traffic movement through the junction, the proposals retain the 
existing phasing of opposing Northolt Road – Petts Hill traffic flows running 
simultaneously followed by the Alexandra Avenue flows. However, the proposals 
introduce revised timings to assist pedestrian movement across each approach. 
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General traffic flow and congestion under the bridge will be improved as a result 
of a third traffic lane. Northbound bus flow is likely to be improved considerably, 
as buses will be able to utilise the less congested nearside lane to enter the short 
bus lane at the stop line. However, particularly in peak hours there is unlikely to 
be a significant improvement in traffic flow and congestion, as the increased 
capacity will be offset by increased time for pedestrians crossing and also by 
general traffic growth. 
Some 8 to 10 parking spaces will be lost in the service road as a result of the 
carriageway widening at the Alexandra Avenue / Northolt Road junction. This 
loss will need to be addressed as part of the South Harrow Stage 3 Controlled 
Parking Zone scheduled to commence in Spring 2005. 
Further details of the proposals are included in the design report in Appendix A. 
Approval of the layout design is sought to enable officers to progress the scheme 
to implementation. The report in Appendix A contains the proposed design of the 
junction and explains the design approach. A copy of the plan showing the 
scheme requiring approval is in the report in Appendix A. A full size colour plan 
has been deposited in the Members’ Library. 
Photomontages of the proposal are included in Appendix B.  
Authority is also sought to advertise draft Traffic Orders for the short bus lane 
adjacent to the island on Northolt Road / Alexandra Avenue junction as shown in 
the report in Appendix A. 
A Cabinet report will shortly be prepared requesting approval to enter in to a 
Boundary Road Agreement with Ealing as well as authority to acquire third party 
land to enable the scheme to go ahead as currently designed.  

 
2.2 Options considered 

 
The current scheme has been promoted following advice from TfL that they 
would not be able to fund the preferred option, which is to install a new bridge at 
Petts Hill spanning over four traffic lanes. Transport for London has recently 
reconsidered the Council’s preferred option, but although the Council has not 
received a formal decision on this, early indications suggest that TfL, as before, 
will not be prepared to fund this option due to the high costs.  

 
2.3 Consultation 

 
Consultation has been carried out with local residents of both Harrow and Ealing. 
The consultation leaflet was posted out on 3rd September 2004 mainly to 
postcode districts UB5 4 (Ealing) and HA2 8 (Roxeth Ward) covering 
approximately 11000 properties. The report in Appendix C summarises the 
results. The majority of respondents were in favour of the scheme. However, 
some key issues were raised which are presented here for ease of reference: 
 

•  Bus Lanes: Bus lanes are the cause of traffic congestion and should be 
removed - Complaints about bus lanes is a long standing issue, 
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particularly in the Northolt Area, and is not one that can be addressed by 
this project, although it does increase the extent of the bus lane north 
bound. The rationale of this scheme is to improve bus priority. TfL’s Bus 
Prioty Team is funding the scheme. The principle of providing bus priority 
and bus lanes is consistent with the Council’s transport strategy. 

 
•  Flooding under the bridge: Resolve the flooding problem - The drainage 

under the bridge will be improved by the scheme but this is no guarantee 
that it will solve the problem that is likely to be caused by surcharging 
sewers into which the highway drainage discharges. 

 
•  Traffic Issues: There were a number of different issues relating to traffic 

primarily saying that congestion will increase, the scheme should address 
wider congestion issues, lighting phases should be altered and a filter lane 
for right turners into Alexandra Avenue should be installed - General traffic 
flow and congestion under the bridge is likely to be improved as a result of 
a third traffic lane. However, there is unlikely to be any significant changes 
in traffic flow or congestion through the Alexandra Avenue / Northolt Road 
junction as increased stop line capacity will be counter balanced by 
improvements to pedestrian crossing facilities. Northbound bus flows will 
be improved. 

 
•  Safety and Security: Residents are concerned that the underpasses will 

attract street crime and they should be well lit - The concerns for safety 
and security are well understood and the scheme has been designed in 
consultation with the Met Police Crime Prevention Design Team and their 
observations and suggestions have been taken on board including CCTV 
and high lighting levels. 

 
Officers have informed consultees of the outcome of the consultation by means 
of a leaflet drop. 
Ealing officers are currently putting a Cabinet report together to advise Members 
of the consultation results and to confirm Members commitment to the project. 
The Harrow Public Transport Users Association has been consulted and fully 
supports the scheme as being a positive and worthwhile scheme to assist buses.  
The scheme has received strong support from TfL.  
A public meeting on the scheme was held at Welldon Park Middle School on the 
18th November 2004. This was well received and gave local residents an 
opportunity to talk about the scheme and discuss any issues. 
Representations have been received from the Chair of Danemead Grove and 
Petts Hill Residents Association based in Ealing objecting to the current scheme 
and wishing to see the implementation of the Council’s ‘preferred option’, which 
is to install a new bridge at Petts Hill spanning over four traffic lanes (see also 
para 2.2). A copy of the letter from the residents association to the Leader of the 
Council is attached at Appendix D. 
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2.4 Financial Implications 
 
The scheme is to be funded by TfL who have committed £2.98million for 
spending in years 2004/2005 and 2005/2006.  Approval from TfL for the 
remaining £1.34million is still being sought. An announcement from TfL is 
expected in November 2004. 

 
2.5 Legal Implications 

 
Traffic Regulation Orders to provide a 'Bus Lane' as shown in the report in 
Appendix A can be made under Section 6 of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 
1984, subject to the consideration of any formal objections. 
A Boundary Road Agreement with London Borough of Ealing needs to be 
finalised before any works within Ealing is carried out. Land Agreement with 
Network Rail needs to be finalized before any work on the embankments is 
carried out. Details of these will be outlined in a Cabinet report. 

 
2.6 Equalities Impact 

 
The proposals seek to promote movement of all road users and the designs 
ensure that current conditions are improved upon. 
 
Concerns have been raised about security through the pedestrian/cycle 
passages. These have been dealt with in the design by ensuring that these 
passages are short, wide and well lit with CCTV cameras and approved by the 
Metropolitan Police Crime Prevention Design Team. 
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Section 3: Supporting Information/Background Documents 
 
 
 
Appendices 
 
Appendix A: Scheme design report 
Appendix B: Photomontages of proposed scheme 
Appendix C: Consultation response report 
Appendix D: Letter from Danemead Grove and Petts Hill Residents Association 
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CABINET VOL. 7  CTRSAP 41

TRAFFIC AND ROAD SAFETY ADVISORY PANEL 1 DECEMBER 2004 

Chair: * Councillor Miles 

Councillors: * Arnold 
* Branch 
* Burchell 
* Choudhury 
* Harriss 

* Ismail 
* Kara 
* John Nickolay 
* Anne Whitehead 

* Denotes Member present 
[Note: Councillors David Ashton, Marilyn Ashton, Mrs Bath, Seymour, Silver and 

 Stephenson also attended this meeting.] 

PART I - RECOMMENDATIONS PART I - RECOMMENDATIONS 

RECOMMENDATION 2 - Petts Hill Bridge - Scheme Design and Consultation 
Results

Your Panel received a report of the Interim Head of Environment and Transport which 
detailed the improvement scheme design in relation to the Petts Hill Bridge and the 
results of the consultation process with local residents. 

Members were informed that following the agreement to submit a bid to Transport for 
London (TfL), work on the improvement scheme had commenced. The Chair 
commended officers on their ongoing management of enquiries and the extensive 
consultation with local residents that had taken place. 

With regard to the congestion caused by the construction work, it was advised that the 
Council was liaising with TfL in order to minimise the disruption experienced by 
motorists and officers visited the site daily in order to assess the signal times. In 
response, Members made several suggestions to limit the impact of the construction 
work such as the suspension of a number of bus lanes and the provision of extra 
warning notices. 

Resolved to RECOMMEND: (To the Portfolio Holder for Environment and Transport) 

That (1) the above comments be noted; 

(2) the proposed scheme and junction layout as described in the design report in 
Appendix A of the officer report be approved for implementation; and 

(3) authority be given to officers to take all necessary steps under Section 6 of the 
Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984, to introduce a bus lane at the Northolt 
Road/Alexandra Avenue junction, subject to the consideration of any formal objections 
and that the details of the order making be delegated to officers. 

[REASON: To enable officers to progress to scheme implementation.] 
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Record of Environment and Transport Portfolio Holder’s Decision  
Ref:  PHD 069/04 

Subject: Stanmore CPZ – Consultation Results 

(Following a review of the existing CPZ in Stanmore, the report sought 
authority to introduce limited extensions to the scheme.  The report 
also proposed that further consultation be undertaken with residents of 
a number of roads within the planned extensions). 

Date of Decision: 20 December 2004 

Declaration of interest 
(if any): 

None 

Key decision 
(Yes/No?): 

No

Urgent/Non Urgent 
decision?: 

Non-Urgent 

Public/Exempt?: Public 

Options considered: As set out in paragraph 2.3 of the published officer report and minutes 
of the Panel meeting.  

Any other option 
identified by the 
Portfolio Holder: 

None 

Decision: That (1) the existing Stanmore Town Centre Controlled Parking Zone 
B be extended as shown at Appendix M of the officer report; 

(2) further consultation be carried out in parallel with statutory 
consultation in Charlbury Avenue, Craigweil Close and Laburnum 
Court and if further consultation shows there is no support for inclusion 
in the CPZ, these roads be excluded from the scheme; 

(3) Eaton Road be re-consulted with regard to inclusion in the CPZ, in 
parallel with the statutory consultation; 

(4) further consultation be carried out in parallel with statutory 
consultation in the proposed zone H extension to include London Road 
(to Court Drive) and Snaresbrook Drive as shown at Appendix M of the 
officer report, to establish if there is support for inclusion in the 
proposed Monday to Saturday extension and if further consultation 
shows there is no support, these roads be excluded from the 
proposals; 

(5) a Controlled Parking Zone be created in Howberry Road between 
Cloyster Wood and Wychwood Avenue including Howberry Close as 
shown at Appendix M of the officer report to operate, Monday to 
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Friday, 2pm – 3pm and the residents of Howberry Road and Howberry 
Close be written to in parallel to the statutory consultation in order to 
explain the benefits of the scheme; 

(6) the traffic orders be amended to incorporate the on-street business 
permit facility for both zones; 

(7) the free parking space in Merrion Avenue be converted to 18 
shared use ‘’pay and display’’/residents/business spaces operating 
from 8am to 6.30pm, Monday to Friday as shown at Appendix K of the 
officer report; 

(8) double yellow line waiting restrictions be introduced in Stanmore 
Hill at its junction with Fallowfield, Park Lane, Hilltop Way and 
Springfield Close as shown at Appendix O of the officer report; 

(9) the existing 8am to 6.30pm yellow line waiting restrictions on the 
south side in Gordon Avenue at its junction with Old Church Lane be 
extended to the eastern wall of 7 Gordon Avenue as shown at 
Appendix P of the officer report; 

(10) double yellow line waiting restrictions be introduced in Gordon 
Avenue at its junction with Water Gardens as shown at Appendix P of 
the officer report; 

(11) the existing double yellow line waiting restrictions in Elm Park on 
the west side be extended northwards to a point opposite the common 
boundary of 4 and 6 Elm Park as shown at Appendix P of the officer 
report; 

(12) officers be authorised to make minor amendments and finalise the 
detailed design in accordance with Appendices K, M, N, O and P of 
the officer report for order making purposes and to take all necessary 
steps under Sections 6, 45,46 and 49 of the Road Traffic Regulation 
Act 1984 to advertise the traffic orders the details of which be 
delegated to officers and implement the scheme subject to 
consideration of objections, the statement of reasons to be ‘’to control 
parking’’; and 

(13) the head petitioners be informed accordingly. 

Reasons for decision: To gain agreement for the way forward with a view to implementation 
of parking controls to address the Council’s stated priority of 
enhancing the environment and encouraging more sustainable 
transport activity. 

Is the decision subject to call-in?  YES 

YES - The call-in period expires on 4 January 2005 (5.00pm). 
The decision can be implemented on 5 January 2005 if not called in. 

 NO - The decision is Urgent and can be implemented now. 
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CALL-IN - this is the process whereby a decision taken by the Executive or a Portfolio 
Holder may be examined by the Overview and Scrutiny Committee.  The Overview 
and Scrutiny Committee may recommend that the Executive reconsider the decision. 

For further information, please contact Nick Wale on 020 8424 1323 or by e-mail: 
nick.wale@harrow.gov.uk
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Ref: 069/04 

Record of Environment and Transport Portfolio Holder’s Decision Upon 
Receipt of Recommendation from the Traffic and Road Safety Advisory Panel 

meeting held on 1 December 2004 

Subject: Stanmore CPZ – Consultation Results  

Status: Part 1 

Date of Decision: 

Declaration of 
interest by Portfolio 
Holder (if any): 
Key decision 
(Yes/No?): 

No

Reasons for 
Urgency:  

N/A 

Options considered 
by Advisory Panel: 

As set out in paragraph 2.3 of the published officer report and the minutes 
of the Panel meeting. 

Additional Options 
considered/identifie
d by Portfolio 
Holder: 
Decision: The Portfolio Holder deferred decision for further information and or 

consultation/ 
agreed/disagreed* with the recommendations of the above named Panel 
which were as follows (*please delete as appropriate) : 
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That (1) the existing Stanmore Town Centre Controlled Parking Zone B be 
extended as shown at Appendix M of the officer report; 

(2) further consultation be carried out in parallel with statutory consultation 
in Charlbury Avenue, Craigweil Close and Laburnum Court and if further 
consultation shows there is no support for inclusion in the CPZ, these roads 
be excluded from the scheme; 

(3) Eaton Road be re-consulted with regard to inclusion in the CPZ, in 
parallel with the statutory consultation; 

(4) further consultation be carried out in parallel with statutory consultation 
in the proposed zone H extension to include London Road (to Court Drive) 
and Snaresbrook Drive as shown at Appendix M of the officer report, to 
establish if there is support for inclusion in the proposed Monday to 
Saturday extension and if further consultation shows there is no support, 
these roads be excluded from the proposals; 

(5) a Controlled Parking Zone be created in Howberry Road between 
Cloyster Wood and Wychwood Avenue including Howberry Close as shown 
at Appendix M of the officer report to operate, Monday to Friday, 2pm – 
3pm and the residents of Howberry Road and Howberry Close be written to 
in parallel to the statutory consultation in order to explain the benefits of the 
scheme; 

(6) the traffic orders be amended to incorporate the on-street business 
permit facility for both zones; 

(7) the free parking space in Merrion Avenue be converted to 18 shared use 
‘’pay and display’’/residents/business spaces operating from 8am to 
6.30pm, Monday to Friday as shown at Appendix K of the officer report; 

(8) double yellow line waiting restrictions be introduced in Stanmore Hill at 
its junction with Fallowfield, Park Lane, Hilltop Way and Springfield Close 
as shown at Appendix O of the officer report; 

(9) the existing 8am to 6.30pm yellow line waiting restrictions on the south 
side in Gordon Avenue at its junction with Old Church Lane be extended to 
the eastern wall of 7 Gordon Avenue as shown at Appendix P of the officer 
report; 

(10) double yellow line waiting restrictions be introduced in Gordon Avenue 
at its junction with Water Gardens as shown at Appendix P of the officer 
report; 

(11) the existing double yellow line waiting restrictions in Elm Park on the 
west side be extended northwards to a point opposite the common 
boundary of 4 and 6 Elm Park as shown at Appendix P of the officer report; 

(12) officers be authorised to make minor amendments and finalise the 
detailed design in accordance with Appendices K, M, N, O and P of  
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The officer report for order making purposes and to take all necessary steps 
under Sections 6, 45,46 and 49 of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 to 
advertise the traffic orders the details of which be delegated to officers and 
implement the scheme subject to consideration of objections, the statement 
of reasons to be ‘’to control parking’’; and 

(13) inform the head petitioners accordingly. 

Reasons for 
decision: To gain agreement for the way forward with a view to implementation of 

parking controls to address the Council’s stated priority of enhancing the 
environment and encouraging more sustainable transport activity. 

Additional Reasons 
for decision 
identified by 
Portfolio Holder (if 
any): 

Signature: …………………………………………………………………………………. 

Portfolio Holder 

Name: …………………………………………………………………………………. 
(please print) 

Date: 

Note: White sections of the form should be completed by the initiating department prior to receipt by the 
Portfolio Holder. The Portfolio Holder is requested to complete the grey sections of the form. 

FOR RETURN TO NICK WALE, COMMITTEE SERVICES, ROOM 143 EXTENSION 2323 
NOTE TO PORTFOLIO HOLDER: Please note that once you have taken this decision the Authority is 
required, in accordance with the decision of Extraordinary Council at its meeting held on 28 May 2002 
(Minute 27) to publish a record of your decision within two clear working days. In order to facilitate this, it is 
important that you return this document as soon as possible. Thank-you for your co-operation.
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Meeting:   
 

Traffic and Road Safety Advisory Panel  

Date: 
 

1 December 2004 

Subject: 
 

Stanmore CPZ – Review of Existing CPZ’s and 
possible extension - Consultation Reports 
 

Responsible Officer: 
 

Interim Head of Environment and Transport  

Contact Officer: 
 

Steve Swain 
  

Portfolio Holder:  
 

Environment and Transport  

Key Decision: 
 

No 

Status: 
 

Part I 

 
Section 1: Summary 
 
Decision Required 
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2. Recommendations (for decision by the Environment and Transport 
Portfolio Holder): 

2.1 that the Panel recommends: 
 
(a) that the existing Stanmore Town Centre Controlled Parking Zone B 

be extended as shown at Appendix M; 
(b) that further consultation be carried out in parallel with statutory 

consultation in Charlbury Avenue, Craigweil Close and Laburnum 
Court and if further consultation shows there is no support for 
inclusion in the CPZ, these roads be excluded from the scheme; 

(c) that the existing Stanmore Station Controlled Parking Zone H be 
extended to include London Road (to Court Drive) and Snaresbrook 
Drive as shown at Appendix M; 

(d) that further consultation be carried out in parallel with statutory 
consultation in the proposed Zone H extension referred to in (c) 
above to establish if there is support for inclusion in the proposed 
Monday to Saturday extension and if further consultation shows 
there is no support, these roads be excluded from the proposals;  

(e) that a Controlled Parking Zone be created in Howberry Road between 
Cloyster Wood and Wychwood Avenue including Howberry Close as 
shown at Appendix M to operate, Monday to Friday, 2pm – 3pm; 

(f) That the traffic orders be amended to incorporate the on-street 
business permit facility for both zones; 

(g) that the existing “pay and display” spaces in the Broadway be 
amended to shared use, “pay and display”/business permit holders 
operating from 8 am to 6.30 pm, Monday to Saturday; 

(h) that the free parking space in Merrion Avenue be converted to 18 
shared use “pay and display”/residents/business spaces operating 
from 8 am to 6.30 pm, Monday to Friday as shown at Appendix K; 

(i) that double yellow line waiting restrictions be introduced in 
Stanmore Hill at its junctions with Fallowfield, Park Lane, Hilltop Way 
and Springfield Close as shown at Appendix O; 

(j) that the existing 8 am to 6.30 pm yellow line waiting restrictions on 
the south side in Gordon Avenue at its junction with Old Church 
Lane be extended to the eastern wall of 7 Gordon Avenue as shown 
at Appendix P; 

(k) that double yellow line waiting restrictions be introduced in Gordon 
Avenue at its junction with Water Gardens as shown at Appendix P; 

(l) that the existing double yellow line waiting restrictions in Elm Park 
on the west side be extended northwards to a point opposite the 
common boundary of 4 and 6 Elm Park as shown at Appendix P; 

(m) that officers be authorised to make minor amendments and finalise 
the detailed design in accordance with Appendices K, M, N, O and P 
for order making purposes and to take all necessary steps under 
Sections 6, 45, 46 and 49 of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 to 
advertise the traffic orders the details of which be delegated to 
officers and implement the scheme subject to consideration of 
objections, the statement of reasons to be “to control parking” and  

(n) inform the head petitioners accordingly. 
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Reason for report 
 
To gain agreement for the way forward with a view to implementation of parking 
controls to address the Council’s stated priority of enhancing the environment  
and encouraging more sustainable transport activity. 
 
 
 
Benefits 
 
•  Responding to residents’ requests. 
•  CPZs incorporating residents’ parking schemes can improve: 
•   Safety 
•  Access 
•  Residential amenity 
•  CPZs can assist management of parking in town centres to ensure more 

short stay shopper/visitor spaces are available. 
 
 
Cost of Proposals  
 
The estimated cost of the re-consultation and possible extension would be in the 
region of £70,000.   Approximately £20,000 would be spent in the current 
financial year and the remainder in 2005-06.  There are sufficient funds in this 
year’s CPZs budget to cover this year’s costs of the scheme.   Next year’s 
budget allocations are not known at this time but see paragraph 2.4    
 
Risks 
 
The scheme is on the Controlled Parking Zone and Residents’ Parking Scheme’s 
programme for implementation in spring 2005.  It has already slipped by about 
six months.  The likely implementation date would be autumn 2005.  The impact 
on the CPZs programme would be minimal. 
 
Implications if recommendations rejected 
 
Possible dissatisfaction with the outcome of the consultation from residents in 
some areas, under-expenditure of allocated funding, possible knock on effect on 
the Controlled Parking Zones programme.  Possible loss of contributory funding 
from developers. 
 
Section 2: Report 
 
2.1 Brief History 

The existing Stanmore CPZs (Zones B and H) were introduced in 1994, and 
extended in 1996 and have remained unchanged since.  Zone B has a one 
hour control (3pm-4pm) Monday to Friday and pay and display bays operating 
8.00am – 6.30pm, Monday to Saturday in the shopping area. Zone H, around 
the Stanmore Station operates Monday to Saturday with a one hour control in 
the morning (10am – 11am) and in the afternoon (3pm – 4pm). 
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2.1.2 The Council’s consultant has carried out a review of the existing Controlled 
Parking Zones (Zones B and H). As part of this work, the consultant has 
undertaken a public consultation exercise with residents/businesses within the 
existing zones and those within the possible extension areas.  The 
consultation area is shown at Appendix A. The properties in a large area 
outside the existing zones were included in the consultation in order to inform 
them of the possible extension of the CPZ and to find out whether they wished 
the existing CPZs to be extended to include their road.   The consultation area 
was chosen in accordance with requests from members and the local 
community to address a number of parking problems at various locations.  
Among these are the college, the area between Marsh Lane and Canons Park 
Station and certain streets north of the shopping area and station. 

 
2.1.3 The opportunity was also taken to consult the residents/businesses in 

Stanmore Hill between Fallowfield and The Common including the side roads 
on a yellow line waiting restrictions scheme.  The proposal is designed to deal 
with complaints concerning visibility problems caused by parked vehicles 
when exiting some of the properties and the side roads. 

2.1.4 The consultation document for the existing zones is shown at Appendix B.  
The possible extension to Zone B document is shown at Appendix C and the 
possible extension to Zone H document is at Appendix D.  The Stanmore Hill 
yellow lines consultation document is shown at Appendix E. 

 
2.2 Options considered 

 
See consultation. 
 

2.3   Consultation 
 
2.3.1 Ward councillors were consulted about the proposed review and possible 

extension of Zones B and H through two Stakeholder meetings (see minutes 
of two stakeholder meetings at Appendix F). All Ward Councillors were sent a 
copy of the consultation leaflets.  Ward members have also been consulted on 
the outcome of the consultation and the way forward (see paragraph 2.3.12.7). 

 
2.3.2   Consultation was undertaken in September 2004, with approximately 7000 

leaflets being hand delivered to residents / businesses within the area shown 
at Appendix A. 

 
2.3.4 A telephone hotline was provided by the consultants who gave residents and 

businesses the opportunity to discuss in detail the proposals and make 
observations. 
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2.3.5    The response rate for each individual study area is set out below: - 
 

STUDY AREA APPROXIMATE 
NO. OF 

LEAFLETS 
DELIVERED 

LEAFLETS 
RETURNED  

Review of 
existing Zones 

B and H 

1486 249 (17%) 

Possible 
Extension to 

Zone B 

4187 1254 (30%) 

Possible 
Extension to 

Zone H 

1005 278 (28%) 

Stanmore Hill 
yellow line 

waiting 
restrictions   

81 48 (59%) 

 
2.3.6 The overall response rates are considered good for this type of consultation 

exercise.  The responses have been placed in Members’ Library. 
 
2.3.7 During the consultation period three parking roadshows were organised. 

Table 1 shows a list of the locations and attendance figures. A comments 
book for visitors was provided at the roadshows.  The summary of comments 
is shown at Appendix G and the comments book has been placed in 
Members’ Library. 
 

             Table 1 - Roadshows 
DATE LOCATION TIME APPROXIMATE 

ATTENDANCE 
Saturday 11 
September 
2004 

Stanmore 
Library 

11.00am-
4.00pm 

300 

Tuesday 
14th 
September 
2004 

Bernays 
Memorial Hall, 
Neville New 
Room 

10.00am -
4.00pm 

100 

Thursday 
16th 
September 
2004 

Bernays 
Memorial Hall, 
Neville New 
Room 

3.00pm-
8.00pm 

50 

 
2.3.8 Study Area Responses 
   
2.3.8.1 The consultation sought the views of residents / businesses about the 

existing CPZs (Zone B and Zone H) and also aimed to establish the extent of 
the perceived parking problem in the areas surrounding the two zones. Table 
2 below shows how residents within the existing zones considered the 
existing parking controls had helped. Table 3 shows the perception of a 
parking problem, in the possible extension areas. 
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Table 2 -  Ease of parking  

STUDY AREA MUCH EASIER 
/ EASIER  

NO 
DIFFERENT 

MUCH 
HARDER / 
HARDER 

Existing Zone B 
and Zone H 

85 (34.2%) 69 (27.7%) 74 (29.8%) 

  
Table 3 – Parking problems 

STUDY AREA NO PARKING 
PROBLEM  

PROBLEMS 
PARKING 

Possible Extension to 
Zone B 

920 (73.4%) 303 (24.2%) 

Possible Extension to 
Zone H 

188 (67.6%) 83 (29.2%) 

 
2.3.8.2 Table 4 below provides a summary of whether the residents / businesses in 

the existing zones felt the existing hours of control should change. Table 5 
provides a summary of responses for extending parking controls within the 
possible extension areas. 

 
Table 4 – Hours of operation 

STUDY AREA REMAIN THE 
SAME  

BE LONGER BE SHORTER 

Review of existing 
Zone B and Zone 
H 

144 (57.8%)  49 (19.7%) 37 (14.9%) 

 
Table 5 – Support for extension of zones 

STUDY AREA YES  NO DON’T KNOW 
Possible Extension 
to Zone B 

280 (22.3%) 933 (74.4%) 32 (2.6%) 

Possible Extension 
to Zone H 

78 (28.1%) 184 (66.2%) 9 (3.2%) 

 
2.3.8.3 The majority (57.8%) of respondents have indicated that the existing hours of 

operation should remain the same. 
 
2.3.8.4 In the areas that were consulted for a possible extension, the majority of 

respondents indicated that they did not experience parking problems. A 
significant number of callers on the telephone hotline, as well as at the open 
days, indicated that they had no parking problems and were too far away 
from Stanmore Town Centre and Stanmore Station to be affected. 

 
2.3.8.5 A summary of responses is contained at Appendix H (Review of Existing 

Zone B and Zone H), Appendix I (Possible extension to Zone B) and 
Appendix J (Possible new Zone H). 

 
2.3.9 Review of existing Zone B and Zone H 
 
2.3.9.1 The consultation results generally revealed that residents and businesses 

were happy with the way that the existing zones are operating. The results 
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did not indicate any clear support to change the operational days or hours of 
the existing zones (see Appendix H).  

 
2.3.9.2 Some roads in zone B did indicate that there was a requirement for longer 

hours of control (see Appendix H). Out of those who preferred different 
hours of control (86 responses), the largest single majority (36%) preferred 
to have one hour in the morning and one hour in the afternoon. A total of 
17.4% indicated that they wanted 8.30am - 6.30pm restrictions while 
20.9% made an alternative suggestion. 

 
2.3.9.3 Dennis Gardens clearly indicated that they wanted longer hours of control.  

One hour in the morning and one hour in the afternoon is the favoured 
option.  It would be confusing to introduce different hours of control for just 
one road.  It is recommended that no alterations be made to the 
operational days and hours of the existing zones. 

 
2.3.9.4 It is recommended that the existing “pay and display” spaces in the 

Broadway be amended to shared use, “pay and display”/business permit 
holders operating from 8 am to 6.30 pm, Monday to Saturday.  It is also 
recommended that the free parking spaces in Merrion Avenue be 
converted to 18 shared use “pay and display”/business/resident permit 
holders operating from 8 am to 6.30 pm, Monday to Friday (see Appendix 
K).  It is also recommended that the traffic orders be amended to 
incorporate the on-street business permit facility (at designated spaces) for 
both zones. 

 
2.3.10 Petitions  
 
2.3.10.1 A total of 17 petitions (see table 6) against parking controls were received 

during the consultation and a further two afterwards.  A number of these 
were also submitted to Cabinet on 14 October.  The general gist of the 
petitions is that there are no parking problems where the petitioners live 
and that no CPZ is necessary.   The petitions are generally from residents 
a considerable distance away from either the boundary of the existing CPZ 
or from the Town Centre and where parking problems are likely to be less 
of a problem.  An extract from each petition is at Appendix L and the full 
petitions have been placed in the Members’ Library. The results of the 
consultation are consistent with the opposition expressed in all the 
petitions. It is therefore recommended that these roads/areas be excluded 
from the proposals. 
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Table 6 – List of petitions 
 Road(s) represented number of 

signatures 

1 Gordon Avenue, Sunningdale Close 44 

2 Gleneagles - Gordon Avenue 27 

3 Conway Close 8 

4 The Chase, Conway Close, Gordon Avenue 36 

5 Gordon Avenue  9 

6 Green Lane, Culverlands Close 43 

7 Green Lane, Cherchefelle Mews 29 

8 Courtens Mews 22 

9 Wolverton Rd, Savernake Court, Kenilworth House 49 

10 Abercorn Road, Barn Crescent, Golf Close, Belmont 
Lane, Stuart Cottages, Strawberry Cottages, Aberdeen 
Cottages, Sunningdale Close, London Road, Stonegrove, 
Winscombe Way, Wetheral Drive, Thirby Cottages, 
Quadrangle Mews Wolverton Road, Lansdowne Road 

149 

11 Temple Mead Close 22 

12 Colman Court - Gordon Avenue 24 

13 Greyfell Close 11 

14 Wychwood Close, Wildcroft Gardens, Howberry Road 
(between Cloyster Wood and Du Cros Drive) 

118 

15 Wychwood Close 28 

16 Wentworth place 5 

17 Peters Close 37 

18 Silverston Way 55 

19 Holland Close, Holland Walk 33 

 
 
2.3.11 Possible extension to Zone B 
 
2.3.11.1 Generally the responses received indicate that as an area there are few 

parking problems and that respondents are not in favour of parking 
controls (see Appendix I). This indicates the lack of support for the scheme 
in areas that are a considerable distance away from either the existing 
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boundary or the Town Centre where parking problems are likely to be less 
of a problem. 
 

2.3.11.2 Most of the responses in favour of the introduction of parking controls, 
have come from the roads that have parking problems and are generally 
situated on the periphery of the existing zone. Table 7 lists the roads 
where the majority of respondents (55% or more) support the introduction 
of parking controls.  

 
Table 7 – Roads in favour of a scheme 

Aran Drive Capuchin Close 
Carr Close Chambers Walk 
Chandos Court Culverlands Close  
Dennis Lane Goodhall Close 
Halsbury Close Hewett Close 
Hill Close Howberry Close 
Lemark Close Linden Close 
Nelson Close Rainsford Close 
Sandymount Avenue September Way 
Stangate Gardens Trenchard Close 
Water Gardens Woodside Close 

 
2.3.11.3 A number of these roads are either unadopted or are in isolated areas 

away from the existing zone boundary or are not in an area where there is 
a cluster of support to be included in the extension of Zone B.  

 
2.3.11.4 The majority of respondents indicated that they would like any extension to 

Zone B to apply Monday to Friday (see Table 8) as existing zone. 
 

Table 8 – Days of operation 
STUDY AREA 

 
NO  

REPLY 
MONDAY 
 - FRIDAY 

MONDAY –  
SATURDAY 

MONDAY –  
SUNDAY 

Which days would 
you like it to apply? 

458 
(36.6%) 

639 
(51.0%) 

83 
(6.60%) 

73 
(5.80%) 

 
2.3.11.5 The highest single support for the operational hours was for a scheme to 

operate one hour a day (see Table 9).  There is no clear indication as to a 
standard operating time among those in favour of the extension of the 
zone (see Appendix I). 
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Table 9 -  Hours of operation 
STUDY 
AREA 

NO 
REPLY 

ONE 
HOUR A 

DAY 

ONE 
HOUR 

AM AND 
ONE 

HOUR 
PM 

ONE 
HOUR AM 

OR PM 
AND ONE 

HOUR 
EVENING 

8-30AM 
– 

6.30PM 

ALTERNATIVE 
SUGGESTION 

Which of 
the 
following 
time 
periods 
would 
you 
prefer? 

394 
(31.4%) 

 

511 
(40.8%) 

 

185 
(14.8%) 

 

9 
(0.70%) 

 

18 
(1.4%) 

 

91 
(7.3.%) 

 

 
2.3.11.6 Around the college, there was support for parking controls to operate 

longer than the existing one hour a day. Generally there was support for a 
scheme to operate one hour in the morning and one hour in the afternoon. 
However the area is too small to be considered for a sub zone operating 
different hours. 

 
2.3.11.7 The Ridgeway respondents are split 50% for and 50% against the 

extension (see Appendix I).  As there is no clear mandate, it is 
recommended that the road is not included in the proposed extension.  
Alternatively, The Ridgeway could be included in the traffic order with a 
proviso that they be re-consulted in parallel with statutory consultation.  
The road could then be excluded if the result of the re-consultation justified 
it. 

 
2.3.11.8 Stanmore College is opposed to further parking controls in the area and 

has indicated that alterations to the existing regime is likely to have a 
severe effect on their operations.  The college is understood to have about 
300 staff and about 150 off-street spaces.   This they maintain is 
insufficient and have requested that they should be accommodated if the 
zone is extended.   The residents have identified the college as a source 
of their parking complaints.  It would not be practical to improve the 
situation for the residents if the college is also to be accommodated.   
Businesses are expected to cater for their own parking needs.  However, if 
a scheme is introduced a limited number of shared use “pay and 
display”/businesses spaces could be provided close to the college to 
assist them. 

 
2.3.11.9 Green Lane respondents are also split with 20 in favour and 21 against.  

There are three culs-de-sac in Green Lane (Woodside Close, Ben Hale 
Close and Culverlands Close).  All of these taken together show that there 
are 29 responses in favour and 26 against.   Considering also the two 
petitions against, it is recommended that Green Lane and associated 
roads are not included in the scheme.  Alternatively, these roads could be 
included in the traffic order with a proviso that they be re-consulted in 
parallel with statutory consultation.  The roads could then be excluded if 
the majority view is against parking controls. 

 

76



2.3.11.10 Elsewhere, the respondents indicate little overall support for an extension 
of the zone. However, there is support for the extension in a number of 
roads on the periphery of the zone.  Table 10 lists the roads where there is 
majority support amongst the respondents.  It is recommended that 
consideration be given to extending the zone into the roads listed in Table 
10 and shown at Appendix M and detailed at Appendix N, operating 
Monday to Friday 3 pm – 4 pm (as existing Zone B), except for Howberry 
Road (between Cloyster Wood and Whychwood Avenue) and Howberry 
Close (see below).  

 
2.3.11.11 The area between Cloysters Wood and Dalkieth Grove between the 

railway line and Marsh Lane (Canons Park Station area) was included in 
the consultation as a result of requests from Canons Park Residents’ 
Association (CAPRA). There is only support for a scheme in Howberry 
Road (between Cloyster Wood and Whychwood Avenue) and Howberry 
Close (13 for and 4 against).  A new zone could be created to include 
these residents.  A yellow line waiting restrictions scheme is operating in 
the area south of Cloyster Wood to Whitchurch Lane.  Such schemes are 
not appropriate as they disadvantage many residents and their visitors 
since no on-street parking would be permitted during the restricted hour(s).  
There are always some residents who rely on the on-street spaces for 
their parking needs.  The existing yellow line waiting restrictions scheme 
operates Monday to Friday 2pm – 3pm.  It is recommended that Howberry 
Road (between Cloyster Wood and Whychwood Avenue) and Howberry 
Close be considered for a new Controlled Parking Zone incorporating a 
residents’ parking scheme operating Monday to Friday 2pm – 3pm (see 
Appendix M). 

 
 

Table 10 – Proposed roads for extension  
Aran Drive  Sandymount Avenue (part not 

already in existing CPZ) 
Coverdale Close  and Rainsford 
Close 

Lemark Close  

Halsbury Close  Nelson Road  
Hill Close  September Way and Laurimel 

Close 
Hewett Close  Howberry Road (Cloyster 

Wood to Wychwood Avenue)* 
Stangate Gardens Howberry Close* 
Dennis Lane (London Road to 
Eaton Close 

Eton Close 

 
* The road shown would form a new zone. 

 
2.3.11.12 There have been no responses from Charlbury Avenue and Craigweil 

Close.  Both of these are at the boundary of the existing zone and if the 
extended zone is to include the adjacent Sandymount Avenue further 
parking pressure is likely to be placed on these roads. Laburnum Court 
respondents  are not in favour of parking controls, but they are also likely 
to be affected by displaced parking as a result of the proposed extension 
(see appendices M and N and M).  It is therefore recommended that 
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Charlbury Avenue and Craigweil Close and Laburnum Court be included in 
the proposed extension of the zone but the residents be consulted again 
when the statutory order is advertised.  If the majority view indicates a 
preference for no parking controls, they would be excluded from the zone 
at that stage.  

 
2.3.12 Possible extension to Zone H 
 
2.3.12.1 There is support in London Road and Snaresbrook Drive only.  However, 

an overwhelming majority (70%) of those in favour have indicated a 
preference for a Monday to Friday scheme (see Table 11). This is different 
to the operational days of the existing Zone H, which is Monday to 
Saturday. Saturday events at Wembley stadium have been a source of 
complaints previously and Monday to Friday operation is likely to be 
problematic in this area which is close to the Station. It may also be difficult 
to identify a suitable location for a change in the operational days for 
signing purposes.  It is recommended that London Road and Snaresbrook 
Drive properties be re-consulted reminding them of the Wembley events 
and seeking clarification before an informed decision about the hours of 
operation can be reached. This could be done in parallel with statutory 
consultation. It is therefore recommended that Zone H be extended to 
include the section of London Road (to Court Drive) not already in the zone 
and Snaresbrook Drive as shown at Appendix M and detailed at Appendix 
N.  Should the results of the re-consultation still show a preference for a 
Monday to Friday scheme, the proposal can be downgraded accordingly. 

 
2.3.12.2 Elsewhere, the majority of respondents (apart from Rees Drive which is 

unadopted) indicate that they do not have a parking problem and do not 
wish to see parking controls introduced. 

 
Table 11 – Days of operation 

STUDY AREA NO 
REPLY 

MONDAY 
- FRIDAY 

MONDAY - 
SATURDAY 

MONDAY - 
SUNDAY 

Which Days would 
you like it to apply? 

67 
24.10% 

 

151 
54.30% 

 

35 
12.60% 

 

25 
9.00% 

 
 
2.3.12.3 The most popular option for the operational hours was for a scheme to 

operate one hour a day (see Table 12), which again is different to the 
current operational hours of the existing Zone H.  However, the London 
Road and Snaresbrook Drive respondents are 19 in favour of one hour 
operation 17 in favour of one hour am and one hour pm as existing and 4 
are in favour of 8.30 am to 6.30 pm operation.  Therefore, there is majority 
support for one hour am and one hour pm or longer operation.  It follows 
that the existing Zone H one hour am and one hour pm operation is likely 
to be acceptable to the residents. 
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Table 12 – Hours of operation 
STUDY 
AREA 

NO 
REPLY 

ONE 
HOUR 
A DAY 

ONE 
HOUR 

AM AND 
ONE 

HOUR 
PM 

ONE 
HOUR AM 

OR PM 
AND ONE 

HOUR 
EVENING 

8-30AM 
– 

6.30PM 

ALTERNATIVE 
SUGGESTION 

Which of the 
following 
time periods 
would you 
prefer? 

40 
14.4% 

 

132 
47.5% 

 

65 
23.4% 

 

5 
1.8% 

 

18 
6.5% 

 

28 
10.1% 

 

 
2.3.12.4 Stanmore Hill between Fallowfield and The Common 
 
2.3.12.5 The responses in table 13 below show there is no support for the proposal  

shown at Appendix E.  The main reason for the lack of support is the loss of 
parking.  It is therefore proposed to substantially reduce the extent of the 
proposed yellow line waiting restrictions as shown at Appendix O.  The 
revised scheme would address mainly the visibility problems at the junctions 
with the side roads.  

 
Table 13 –Stanmore Hill proposed yellow line waiting restrictions   

Road Name Number of 
Properties 

Number of 
replies 

Support 
proposal 

Broadly 
support 
proposal 

Do not 
support 
proposal 

Park Lane 24 18 75.0% 4 16.7% 2 8.3% 12 50.0% 

Hilltop Way 12 6 50.0% 3 25.0% 0 0.0% 3 25.0% 

Springfield Close 28 9 32.1% 1 3.6% 2 7.1% 6 21.4% 

Stanmore Hill 11 12 109.1% 2 18.2% 4 36.4% 6 54.5% 

The Common 6 3 50.0% 1 16.7% 0 0.0% 2 33.3% 

Total 81 48 59.3% 11 13.6% 8 9.9% 29 35.8% 

 
2.3.12.6 The opportunity has been taken to include the introduction of double 

yellow line waiting restrictions at the junction of Water Gardens with 
Gordon Avenue and other alterations to existing waiting restrictions to 
deal with visibility and obstructive parking complaints (see Appendix P).  
These proposals formed part of the detailed consultation drawings 
which were on display at the roadshows.  Some alterations have been 
made in response to  the comments received. 

 
2.3.12.7      It is recommended that the proposals shown at Appendices K, L, M, N,  

O and P be progressed to statutory consultation as described in the 
foregoing and minor adjustments to the scheme be delegated to 
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officers.  Any amendments would be carried out prior to the statutory 
consultation. 
 

2.3.12.8 Further consultation has been carried out with Councillors David 
Ashton, Marilyn Ashton and Camila Bath.  They have suggested that 
roads/areas with a majority in favour of a scheme should be considered 
for inclusion where the response rate has been 35% or more.  The 
roads in favour where the response rate has been less than 35% 
should be considered for re-consultation.  Councillor David Ashton has 
advised that the remaining ward members support this approach.  In 
their view the roads in table 14 should be included in the extension of 
the CPZs (Zones B and H) without re-consultation and those in tables 
15 and 16 be re-consulted.   It follows that a decision on the way 
forward would need to be deferred until the re-consultation has been 
carried out.   This would be a departure from recent practise and the 
recommendations of the Overview and Scrutiny Committee which 
advocates streamlining of the process.    To speed up the procedure, in 
recent times, any necessary re-consultation has been carried out in 
parallel with the statutory consultation.  Some of the roads in table 15 
where there is no support have been deleted from the proposed 
extension and those in table 16 are to be re-consulted in parallel with 
traffic order advertising.  

 
2.3.12.9 Separate re-consultation (not in parallel with statutory consultation) 

would delay implementation. The scheme is currently on the 
programme for implementation in spring 2005.  This has already 
slipped to autumn 2005 and re-consultation would delay the 
introduction of the scheme to spring 2006. 

 
2.3.12.10 Apart from the Edgware CPZ extension which is due to be implemented 

in January 2005, this is the only CPZ on the programme for 
investigation/implementation in this financial year (notwithstanding 
slippage).  Edgware CPZ would be unaffected if a separate re-
consultation is carried out.  There are two schemes on the CPZs 
programme for consultation in 2005-06 (Harrow Town Centre Review 
and South Harrow Stage 3).  The timetable for implementation of both 
schemes is 2006-07.  These would also be unaffected as two separate 
teams are handling them.  Any re-consultation will be carried out by 
consultants but officer time would be spent to brief and manage them 
and to deal with the outcome.   Whilst re-consultation would not affect 
the CPZ programme, there would be a knock on effect on other work 
such as the local safety schemes and 20 mph zones programmes. The 
impact on these would be difficult to quantify.   (See paragraph 2.4 for 
financial implications). 
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Table 14 – Zone B responses 
Are you in favour of parking controls? 

No reply Yes No Don’t 
know Road name Number of 

properties 

Number 
of 

replies

% 
Return

 %  %  %  % 
Arran Drive 68 26 38 1 4 21 80 3 12 1 4 
Coverdale Close 
including   
Rainsford Close 

 
21 

 
8 

 
38 

 
0 

 
0 

 
7 

 
88 

 
1 

 
12 

 
0 

 
0 

Halsbury Close 4 2 50 0 0 2 100 0 0 0 0 
Hewett Close 12 5 41 0 0 4 80 0 0 1 20 
Lemark Close 12 9 75 0 0 9 100 0 0 0 0 
Stangate Gardens 8 3 38 0 0 3 100 0 0 0 0 
Woodside Close 5 3 60 0 0 3 100 0 0 0 0 

Totals 130 56 43 1 2 49 88 4 7 2 4 
 
 
Table 15 – Zone B possible extension responses 

Are you in favour of parking controls? 

No reply Yes No Don’t 
know Road name 

Number 
of 

properties 

Number 
of 

replies 

% 
Return

 %  %  %  %
Ben Hale Close 9 4 44 0 0 1 25 2 50 1 25
Culverlands Close 31 7 23 0 0 5 62 3 38 0 0 
Eaton Close 47 12 26 1 8 6 50 5 42 0 0 
Gordon Avenue 
(part) 

71 35 49 0 0 5 14 30 86 0 0 

Green Lane 123 46 37 1 2 20 44 21 47 3 6 
Hall Farm Close 10 2 20 0 0 1 50 1 50 0 0 
Hill Close 24 4 17 0 0. 3 75 0 0 1 25
Howberry Close* 33 11 33 0 0 9 8 2 18 0 0 
Howberry Road* 
(part) 

75 22 29 0 0 8 36 14 64 0 0 

Linden Close 7 1 14 0 0 1 100 0 0 0 0 
Nelson Road 34 10 29 0 0 7 70 3 30 0 0 
Sandymount Avenue 
(extension area) 

46 12 26 0 0 9 75 3 25 0 0 

September Way  146 32 22 0 0 18 56 12 38 2 6 
Laurimel Close 4 4 100 0 0 2 50 2 50 0 0 
The Ridgeway 44 18 40 0 0 9 50 9 50 0 0 
Uxbridge Road 
(part) 

49 7 14 1 14 2 29 3 43 1 14
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Water Gardens 18 3 17 0 0 2 67 1 33 0 0 
Charlbury Av 8 0 0.         
Craigweil Cl 19 0 0         

Totals 819 238 29 3 1 115 48 112 47 8 3 
 
* Howberry Road and Howberry Close will form a separate zone. 
 
 
 
Table 16 - Zone H possible extension responses 

Are you in favour of parking controls 

No reply Yes No Don’t 
know Road name 

Number 
of 

properties 

Number 
of 

Replies

% 
return

 %  %  %  %
London Road  45 21 46 3 14 10 47 8 38 0 0 

Snaresbrook Drive 48 26 54 0 0 13 50 11 42 2 8 

Totals 93 47 51 3 6 23 49 19 40 2 4 
   

Note: Property figures only include properties within the 
proposed extension 

     

 
2.4 Financial Implications 
 
2.4.1  Consultation so far has cost approximately £30,000.   Transport for London 

(TfL) has contributed £10,000 towards the costs.  The Council has secured 
contributory funding of £7,000 from the developer of the former Government 
Offices site in London Road to introduce an extension to the existing CPZ.  
The time limit for funding is 6 February 2006.   The Council has also secured 
£20,000 from Sainsbury’s to review the parking controls immediate vicinity of 
their Elm Park development. The time limit for this is 19 March 2006.   Any 
shortfall will be covered by this financial year’s CPZs’ allocation of £100,000. 

 
2.4.2 The estimated cost of a separate re-consultation (as suggested by ward 

members consulted) is in the region of £10,000.   The recommended re-
consultation of the proposed extensions in parallel is likely to cost in the region 
of £1500.  The reason for the difference is that there would 16 more roads up 
for re-consultation in the former method.  Additionally, separate re-consultation 
would also require a further report to the Executive. 

 
2.4.3 A bid of £100,000 has been made for CPZ investigations and implementations 

in each of the next two financial years.  It is anticipated that any monies not 
used in this financial year would be transferred to the next.  This year’s budget 
would be under-spent by about £50,000.  Assuming this can be carried over, it 
could be used to fund implementation of the scheme in 2005-06. There are 
two schemes for consultation in the next financial year (Harrow Town Centre 
Review and South Harrow).  Also assuming the £100,000 capital bid for CPZs 

82



in 2005-06 is agreed, the cost of re-consultation can be absorbed without 
affecting other schemes on the CPZ programme. 

 
2.5 Legal Implications 
 
2.5.1 Controlled parking zones and associated waiting and loading restrictions can  

be implemented under Sections 6, 45, 46 and 49 of the Road Traffic 
Regulation Act 1984. 

 
2.6 Equalities Impact 
 
2.6.1 Not applicable. 

 
Section 3: Supporting Information/Background Documents 
 
 
 
Appendices: 
 
  
 

Appendix A - Consultation area 
  Appendix B - Existing zones review consultation document   
  Appendix C - Extension to Zone B Consultation document 

Appendix D - Extension to Zone H Consultation document 
Appendix E - Stanmore Hill waiting restrictions consultation document 
Appendix F -  Minutes of two stakeholder meetings 
Appendix G - Summary of roadshow comments 

  Appendix H - Summary of existing zones B & H responses 
Appendix  I -  Summary of extension to zone B responses 
Appendix J -  Summary of extension to zone H responses 
Appendix K - Proposed Merrion Avenue “pay and display”/business  

spaces  
  Appendix L - Petitions  

Appendix M - Proposed Zones B and H extension and proposed new  
zone 

Appendix N -Detailed plans  
  Appendix O - Proposed Stanmore Hill yellow line waiting restrictions  
  Appendix P - Proposed double yellow line waiting restrictions and  
                                           alterations to existing waiting restrictions  
 
 
Background papers: Controlled Parking Zones and Residents’ Parking Schemes 
2004-5 programme, consultation, petitions. 
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This appendix consists of an ordnance survey map which is 
not available electronically. 
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Harrow Council, Transportation Section, PO Box 38, Civic Centre, 

Station Road Harrow HA1 2UZ    
Switchboard 020 8863 5611   email info@harrow.gov.uk   web www.harrow.gov.uk 

 
 
 

Urban Living 
Executive Director 

Tony Lear 

                                                      APPENDIX E
26 August 2004       
 
 
 
Dear Resident/Trader 
 
 Proposed Waiting and Loading Restrictions – Stanmore Hill 
 
In order to improve the visibility and safety along your section of Stanmore Hill, the Council is 
proposing to prohibit parking between the hours of 8.00am and 6.30pm Monday to Friday by 
implementing waiting restrictions (yellow lines).  
 
The purpose of this letter is to consult residents / businesses on the proposal, which is 
shown in detail on the following page.  
 
Should you wish to comment on the proposals please do so by returning the enclosed 
questionnaire in the reply envelope by 24 September 2004 (no stamp required). If you 
require further information or clarification, please contact the project officer, Owen 
Northwood on 020 8424 1677 or by email at owen.northwood@harrow.gov.uk.   
 
The Council is also undertaking a review of the Stanmore Controlled Parking Zone (CPZ) 
and this is presently the subject of a similar public consultation. This will not conflict with the 
waiting proposal mentioned here on which you are being consulted separately from the CPZ 
review in order to address the safety issue without further delay. 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

 
 
 
 
Owen Northwood 
Engineer, Traffic Management  
 
Tel: 020 8424 1677 
Email: owen.northwood@harrow.gov.uk 
Fax: 020 8424 7662 
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This page consists of an ordnance survey map which is not available electronically.
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Stanmore Hill – Proposed waiting and loading restrictions 
 
Please return in the reply paid envelope provided to reach us by Friday 24th September  
2004. 
 
 
I support the proposal as outlined in the letter and as shown on the drawing 
 
 
I broadly support the proposal but would like to comment as follows: - 
 
……………………………………………………………………………………………….…………
……………………………………………………………………………………….…………………
………………………………………………………………………………….………………………
…………………………………………………………………………….……………………………
………………………………………… 
 
 
I do not support the proposal as shown for the following reason:- 
 
…………………………………………………………………………………………………….……
…………………………………………………………………………………………….……………
……………………………………………………………………………………….…………………
………………………………………………………………………………….………………………
…………………………………………………………………………….……………………………
…………………………… 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Please note that all replies will be considered as public documents unless an individual 
prefers it to be considered confidential.  
If you wish your reply to be considered confidential please tick here 
 
 
Thank you for your help. 
 

Name 
Address 
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                                                                                    APPENDIX K 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

This appendix consists of an ordnance survey map which is 
not available electronically. 
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                                                                                    APPENDIX M 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

This appendix consists of an ordnance survey map which is 
not available electronically. 
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This page consists of an ordnance survey map which is not 
available electronically. 
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This appendix consists of an ordnance survey map which is 
not available electronically. 
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This appendix consists of an ordnance survey map which is 
not available electronically. 
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TRAFFIC AND ROAD SAFETY ADVISORY PANEL 1 DECEMBER 2004 

Chair: * Councillor Miles 

Councillors: * Arnold 
* Branch 
* Burchell 
* Choudhury 
* Harriss 

* Ismail 
* Kara 
* John Nickolay 
* Anne Whitehead 

* Denotes Member present 
[Note: Councillors David Ashton, Marilyn Ashton, Mrs Bath, Seymour, Silver and 

 Stephenson also attended the meeting.] 

PART I - RECOMMENDATIONS PART I - RECOMMENDATIONS 

RECOMMENDATION 3 - Stanmore CPZ - Consultation Results

Your Panel received a report of the Interim Head of Environment and Transport which 
detailed a review of the existing Controlled Parking Zone (CPZ) in Stanmore and the 
results of consultation on the proposed extensions to the scheme. 

It was advised that the current CPZ was installed 10 years ago in order to address 
parking problems in Stanmore and the general consensus was that the system was 
working well. An officer informed Members that the proposed extensions to the CPZ 
were very limited and the majority of the roads addressed within petitions objecting to 
the extension of the scheme would not be included on the basis of lack of support. The 
exception was Howberry Road where a CPZ would be included in the advertised 
scheme for part of the road. 

In the discussion that followed, several Members referred to the recommendations 
outlined in the officer report and commented that if a number of businesses chose to 
purchase a permit in order to make use of the parking bays in The Broadway, this 
would accentuate the existing parking problems already experienced by shoppers in 
Stanmore. Consequently, the Panel agreed to omit recommendation 2.1g from the 
officer report and re-number the remaining recommendations accordingly. 

Concerning the consultation process, it was stated that a number of the roads included 
within the proposed extensions were borderline in agreeing to the scheme. As a result 
the Panel agreed that they be re-consulted. These included Eaton Close, Snaresbrook 
Drive and London Road. In relation to Eaton Close, it was advised that residents 
should be re-consulted in parallel with the statutory consultation. With regard to the 
latter two roads, it was agreed that residents should not only be re-consulted 
concerning the implementation of the CPZ but also in relation to its times of operation. 

Concerning Howberry Road and Howberry Close, Members agreed the 
recommendation that a CPZ be implemented, but additionally that residents should be 
written to in order to explain the benefits of the system. Notwithstanding these 
amendments to the recommendations, a back-benching Ward Member commended 
the balance of the report and concluded that the roads included were about right. 

Resolved to RECOMMEND: (To the Portfolio Holder for Environment and Transport) 

That (1) the existing Stanmore Town Centre Controlled Parking Zone B be extended as 
shown at Appendix M of the officer report; 

(2) further consultation be carried out in parallel with statutory consultation in Charlbury 
Avenue, Craigweil Close and Laburnum Court and if further consultation shows there is 
no support for inclusion in the CPZ, these roads be excluded from the scheme; 

(3) Eaton Road be re-consulted with regard to inclusion in the CPZ, in parallel with the 
statutory consultation; 

(4) further consultation be carried out in parallel with statutory consultation in the 
proposed zone H extension to include London Road (to Court Drive) and Snaresbrook 
Drive as shown at Appendix M of the officer report, to establish if there is support for 
inclusion in the proposed Monday to Saturday extension and if further consultation 
shows there is no support, these roads be excluded from the proposals; 

(5) a Controlled Parking Zone be created in Howberry Road between Cloyster Wood 
and Wychwood Avenue including Howberry Close as shown at Appendix M of the 
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officer report to operate, Monday to Friday, 2pm – 3pm and the residents of Howberry 
Road and Howberry Close be written to in parallel to the statutory consultation in order 
to explain the benefits of the scheme; 

(6) the traffic orders be amended to incorporate the on-street business permit facility for 
both zones; 

(7) the free parking space in Merrion Avenue be converted to 18 shared use ‘’pay and 
display’’/residents/business spaces operating from 8am to 6.30pm, Monday to Friday 
as shown at Appendix K of the officer report; 

(8) double yellow line waiting restrictions be introduced in Stanmore Hill at its junction 
with Fallowfield, Park Lane, Hilltop Way and Springfield Close as shown at Appendix O 
of the officer report; 

(9) the existing 8am to 6.30pm yellow line waiting restrictions on the south side in 
Gordon Avenue at its junction with Old Church Lane be extended to the eastern wall of 
7 Gordon Avenue as shown at Appendix P of the officer report; 

(10) double yellow line waiting restrictions be introduced in Gordon Avenue at its 
junction with Water Gardens as shown at Appendix P of the officer report; 

(11) the existing double yellow line waiting restrictions in Elm Park on the west side be 
extended northwards to a point opposite the common boundary of 4 and 6 Elm Park as 
shown at Appendix P of the officer report; 

(12) officers be authorised to make minor amendments and finalise the detailed design 
in accordance with Appendices K, M, N, O and P of the officer report for order making 
purposes and to take all necessary steps under Sections 6, 45, 46 and 49 of the Road 
Traffic Regulation Act 1984 to advertise the traffic orders the details of which be 
delegated to officers and implement the scheme subject to consideration of objections, 
the statement of reasons to be ‘’to control parking’’; and 

(13) inform the head petitioners accordingly. 

[REASON: To gain agreement for the way forward with a view to implementation of 
parking controls to address the Council’s stated priority of enhancing the environment 
and encouraging more sustainable transport activity.] 
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