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Public Forum Received 
 
 
Members of the public attending meetings or taking part in Public forum are advised that Council 
meetings may be filmed for live or subsequent broadcast via the council's webcasting pages. (For 
example, all Full Council and Cabinet meetings will be filmed) 
 
The whole of the meeting would be filmed (except where there are confidential or exempt items) and the 
footage will be available for two years. If you ask a question or make a representation, then you are likely 
to be filmed and will be deemed to have given your consent to this. If you do not wish to be filmed you 
need to make yourself known to the webcasting staff. However, the Openness of Local Government 
Bodies Regulations 2014 now means that persons attending meetings may take photographs, film and 
audio record the proceedings and report on the meeting (oral commentary is not permitted during the 
meeting as it would be disruptive). Members of the public should therefore be aware that they may be 
filmed by others attending and that is not within the council’s control. 
 
Please note that the views and information contained within these public statements are those of the 
individual participants. 
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1. Public Petiions and Statements Received   

Petitions 
 
Ref No Name Title 
PP01 Hannah Summers Horfield Lack of Secondary School Provision 

 
Statements 
 

Ref No Name Title 
PS01 Lisa Hodges Parking Meter at Blaise Castle 

PS02 Julie Gunn Parking Charges Snuff Mills/Blaise Castle 
PS03 Mary Ferguson Parking Charges 
PS04 Georgie Barlow Parking Charges 
PS05  Demi White Objections to Blaise Castle Parking Fees 
PS06 Pam Lock Parking charges at Blaise Castle 
PS07 Lexie Hamilton Proposals to Green Spaces 
PS08 Victoria Egan Parking Charges Complaint 

PS09 Rose Gilbert Parking Charges Complaint 
PS10 Elizabeth Robinson Parking Charges Complaint 
PS11 Abigail Lee Parking Charges at Blaise Castle 
PS12 Willow Hu Objections to Parking Charges at Blaise Castle 
PS13 Caroline Howes  New Parking Charges 
PS14 Samantha Bailey-Gard New Parking Charges 
PS15 Kelly Williams Objection to Parking Charges 
PS16 Clair McGill Objection to Parking Charges 
PS17 Katie Wright Oldbury Court Parking Charges 
PS18 Caroline Derrick Parking Charges at Snuff Mill and Blaise Castle 
PS19 James Atkinson Parking Charges on Green Spaces 
PS20 Lucy Greening Parking charges at Blaise castle 
PS21 Catherine King Objection to Introduction of Parking Charges at Parks 
PS22 Stacy Cooper Parking charges and Yellow Lines Around Oldbury Court Estate 
PS23 Hashim Saleem Objection to Parking Meters 
PS24 Abid Saleem Parking Meter 
PS25 Kim Foale Parking Meter at Blaise Castle 
PS26 Marie Huskisson Blaise Castle Parking Charges 
PS27 Les Hull Blaise Castle Parking Charges 
PS28 Jayne Macleod Blaise Castle Parking Charges 
PS29 Hayley Warren Parking in Oldbury Court 

PS30 Andrew Simpson Parking Restrictions Around Oldbury Court 
PS31 withdrawn  
PS32 Elizabeth Robinson Objection of Parking Charges at Parks 
PS33 Jen Smith Special Educational Needs and Disabilities (SEND) 
PS34 Suzanne Audrey Bristol's Urban Living SPD and child-friendly development 
PS35 Ryan Relf-Jones Parking Charges at Oldbury Court Park 
PS36 Alan Morris Bristol Walking Alliance: 50 Ways to Better Walking 
PS37 Hannah Summers Lack of Secondary provision in portion of Horfield Ward. 
PS38 Stephanie Spiteri on 

behalf of Bristol Sex 
Workers collective 

 
Bristol Sex Workers Collective Statement 

(Pages 5 - 53) 
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PS39 Barry Cash Bristol Energy 
PS40 John Tarlton When is a replacement tree not a replacement tree 
PS41 David Redgewell Corporate City Plan 
PS42 Ron Pegley Flood Risk 

 
 
Those highlighted pink indicates that participants plan to attend the meeting. 
 
 

2. Public Questions Received   

Public Forum Questions: 
 
Ref No Name Title 
PQ01 Dugald McNaughtan Residents Parking scheme for Ashely Street 
PQ02 Salem Bennett Plant-based food systems for schools 
PQ03  David Whiley Seagulls in the City Centre 
PQ04 & PQ05 Peter Beard Tree Inspection Report 
PQ06 & PQ07 Elvira Koczur Parking situation affecting residents along Passage Road 
PQ08 Paul Wheeler Advertising and Sponsorship Policy 
PQ09 & PQ10 Philip People Parking on Passage Road Open Space 
PQ11 & PQ12 Lee Westney Affected Parking on Passage Road 
PQ13 & PQ14 Jack Beard parking problems that affect parts of North Bristol 
PQ15 Paula Bramley Avon Pension Fund 
PQ16  Suzanne Audrey Children living in Tall Buildings 
PQ17 Suzanne Audrey Western Harbour proposals 
PQ18 & PQ19 Elizabeth Chester Wood Burners 
PQ20 & PQ21 David Redgewell David Redgwell, South West Transport Network and 

Railfuture Severside  
PQ22 & PQ23 Rob Bryher Assembly recommendations and One City Transport 

Board 
PQ24 Claire Gronow Council emissions 
PQ25 Alison Allan City Leap 
PQ26 Jacqueline Walkden Insulated domestic homes in Bristol 
PQ27 & PQ28 Michele Morrice A safe play park setting for Adults with disabilities and 

their carer’s 
PQ29 & PQ30 Andrea Mackay Reduction in plastic waste 
PQ31 & PQ32 Robert Browne Colston Statue 
PQ33 Tom Bosanquet Crossing on St Lukes Road, Totterdown 

PQ34 & PQ35 Andy Simpson Residential Parking Restrictions at Little Hayes 

 
Those highlighted pink indicates that participants plan to attend the meeting. 
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PETITION PP 01 

Submitted by Hannah Summers 

Title: Horfield lack of Secondary school provision 

 

 

 
Our part of Horfield (see map) is not served by any of the supposedly local secondary 
schools. These are all over-subscribed and their intake covers a significantly smaller area 
than is suggested. These include Redland Green, Fairfield High, Orchard Academy. Trinity 
Academy assigns this portion of Horfield as 'area 2' of their catchment. There are many local 
primary schools, particularly Bishop Road, one of Bristol's largest primaries, with pupils who 
require ongoing secondary provision.  

There needs to be an evaluation and re-allocation of catchment priority areas, so that this 
area is offered local provision. 

Please join me in raising this as an issue to be addressed, for all local families. 
 

https://chng.it/jyLHYPvD 

374 signatures  
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STATEMENT PS 01 

Submitted by Lisa Hodges 

Title: Parking Meter at Blaise Castle 

I am writing to express my concerns about how ridiculous this is, it is not gonna help it's just 
gonna block the roads up even more as the street outside and surrounding blaise gets really 
packed and bad with traffic when its beautiful days as it is when the car park is full up and 
that even with the overflow open and I do feel that everyone will just end up using the 
streets and surrounding streets to park once the payment meters are in and make it alot 
worse for traffic outside there as no one would want to use the car park. 

Thank you for taking the time to read 
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STATEMENT PS 02 

Submitted by Julie Gunn 

Title: Parking Charge Snuff Mills/Blaise Castle 

What a shame that BCC are putting greed over citizens freedom to enjoy a family day out 

cost free, as they have for generations past by charging to park in the above places, it 

doesn’t exactly encourage our young families to take their children out to wide open spaces 

for a free enjoyable day, instead of them being stuck at home in front of a computer, not to 

mention the congestion it's going to cause on the surrounding residents roads, full of people 

trying to find a free  parking space! I don't think you've really thought this one through have 

you? 
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STATEMENT PS 03 

Submitted by Mary Ferguson  

Title: Parking Charges 

I am just emailing to say how disappointed I am to read that BCC will be charging for parking 
at some of the most well-loved public parks in the area. I feel especially bad for the small 
business who use the parks like dog-walkers and exercise classes who will find this impacts 
their business (for example I will now start paying £7 a week instead of £6 for the outside 
class I go to and adding this up over a month would make it just too much - if you start 
charging for parking then I will have to park on the local streets which I feel is really unfair to 
local residents but will leave me no option if I want to go to my class).  

I'm sure the people who most need to get out and use the parks are probably the people 
who can least afford to pay for parking - a decision like this will have a small but noticeable 
effect on future nhs use and add to the already poor level of fitness in our society if people 
are further put off from being outdoors and getting exercise by additional costs.  

I often pop to Oldbury court just for 30 mins on a Tuesday lunchtime when my children are 
at local violin lesson (10 mins drive away - not walkable) and I meet some friends who are 
there with their children, again I'm not going to justify paying £1 just to do this. 

It's going to have a really terrible impact on local residents and their parking. 
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STATEMENT PS 04 

Submitted by Georgie Barlow 

Title: Parking Charges 

I’m writing with objection to paying charging for Blaise / Oldbury Court and Snuff Mills! They 

are lovely areas for children, and they are currently free, by charging parking you will deter 

people away. People who are struggling to take their children to places like the zoo of wild 

places but want to ensure they are given outdoor experiences will count on these places 

may not be able to their children. Additionally, off road parking will be a nightmare around 

these areas if parking charges come into place. I vote no!!!! 
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STATEMENT PS 05 

Submitted by Demi White 

Title: Objections to Blaise Castle Parking Fees 

My family and I object to the Blaise Castle Parking Fees. The best part of this park is that it's 
free so kids can go as often as possible. It's also been a great place to meet new mums after 
having my baby, which I wouldn't of been able to afford if there was a fee. 

Please reconsider. 
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STATEMENT PS 06 

Submitted by Pam Lock 

Title: Parking charges at Blaise Castle 

Please don't bring in parking charges at Blaise. This large green open space is so important 
to local people and this would make it less accessible to those financially unable to pay the 
charges, who are the ones it benefits most as a free option for leisure time. I live nearby and 
usually walk but occasionally have to drive and have never doing it difficult to park so i can't 
understand your high turnover rate argument. Being able to spend as much time as you like, 
relaxing and walking and picnicking, is the joy of Blaise and parking charges will reduce this 
while at the same time increasing on street parking in nearby residential streets 
unnecessarily as people inevitable look for other options to avoid the cost of parking. Please 
reconsider. 
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STATEMENT PS 07 

Submitted by Lexie Hamilton 

Title: Proposals to Green Spaces 

Following the recent announcements of parking charges to be implemented in a number of 
outdoor spaces, I’d like to raise my concern and my disappointment. 

Just like that, multiple areas of this lovely city become inaccessible to those without funds. 

It’s increasingly becoming impossible to go for a family day out anywhere in Bristol without 
either extortionate bus fares or parking charges. 

Following the global pandemic which showed everyone just how important our green 
spaces are, it really is a twisted decision to make. 

I/We ask you to rethink this proposal for the best interest of those living in the city. 

 

 

 

  

Page 12



STATEMENT PS 08 

Submitted by Victoria Egan 

Title: Parking Charges Complaint 

I am emailing because I disagree with you deciding to charge for parking at the free places 
to visit including Blaise, Snuff Mills and Old Down. 

Times are hard enough as it is, without worrying about how to afford parking for a place a 
family can meet up or go and spend some time together.  

People's mental wellbeing will be impacted heavily by this ridiculous decision, people like 
me, go to these places for some peace and to forget about their stresses. You are going to 
be adding to that, and that is IF people still visit these places. I know for a fact I won't be 
able to and nor will my family and many other people I know. 

There is still time to reverse this decision and actually put residents first over the greed. We 
already pay council tax, you are now going too far!! 
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STATEMENT PS 09 

Submitted by Rose Gilbert 

Title: Parking Charges Complaint 

I'd like to object to the new parking charges coming in place. I visit Blaise weekly with a 

friend as I haven't got a lot of money and this is an affordable day out with the kids. To take 

this away from families is a terrible idea and we won't be coming back. The fact the park 

was funded by the lottery as well you have the cheek to charge people. This is just greed! 
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STATEMENT PS 10 

Submitted by Elizabeth Robinson 

Title: Parking Charges Complaint 

I have been assured that this is the address to write to complain about the decision to 
charge for parking at Blaise castle and the old bury court and snuff mills estate. Have you 
thought about the impact on the neighbouring roads? Have you thought about the Impact it 
will have on people who use these facilities (me included) just to give the children a run for 
half an hour after school? I will find somewhere else to go as will an awful lot of people, 
these wonderful green places should be free for everyone to access for as long as they 
desire . Why do we pay our council tax if we can’t use the facilities? The money raised will 
no doubt be used to pay parking police to put yet another tax on car drivers NOT to update 
or the upkeep of the parks. Not everyone is lucky enough to live within walking distance of 
these places so will be penalized. I am asking you to reconsider this decision and let our 
children have free freedom!  
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STATEMENT PS 11 

Submitted by Abigail Lee 

Title: Parking Charges at Blaise Castle 

I strongly object to the planned introduction of parking charges at blaise castle. 

We live too far to walk or cycle (my preferred modes of transport), but as a very low income family, 

we cannot afford to have parking charges added to our budget for the week. 

The planned charges just ensure that low income families like ours are excluded from these lovely 

green spaces and we can no longer enjoy a free day out with our family. 

You have effectively ensured that visiting blaise castle will only be permitted for the middle and 

upper classes, this is just wrong and very upsetting. 

If you look at the Facebook post by Bristol city council, you will see that a huge number of people 

strongly object to the charges. It seems very unnecessary and given the current climate (many many 

families badly financially affected by the pandemic and many people have been relying on these 

parks to safely spend time with others), very poorly timed. 

Please reconsider. 

https://www.facebook.com/BristolCouncil/photos/a.533536933346377/4742848902415138/?type=

3 
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STATEMENT PS 12 

Submitted by Willow Hu 

Title: Objections to Parking Charges at Blaise Castle 

Whilst I understand the squeeze from central government, these parking charges are a 
wrong move. I voted twice for Marvin Reece and though I voted Labour, my area just lost 2 
Labour councillors to the green party. Moves like this are enough to make me question my 
vote and I am surprised that Labour can't sense this. 

Please reconsider these charges, thank you. 
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STATEMENT PS 13 

Submitted by Caroline Howes 

Title: New Parking Charges 

This is not right & is an extremely unpopular move, you need a rethink. Yes, you're 
scrabbling around for whatever money you can find but this is not the right way. You are 
discriminating against the poor, the disabled & the vulnerable. Yes, walking & cycling is the 
ideal... also, it's not possible or practical for everyone. Parks are supposed to be free green 
spaces for everyone, if you make access difficult you are going against the whole ethos. 

I was a Labour member but the actions of the Labour Party in the last few years are not the 
party i signed up to. You have lost your way. 
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STATEMENT PS 14 

Submitted by Samantha Bailey-Gard 

Title: New Parking Charges 

An absolute disgrace. I fully understand we need to support the parks but it’s one of the few 

free activities left. Including fabulous spaces to exercise pets and meet friends.  

I assume your going to paint double yellows on all surrounding roads?! Otherwise it’s going 

to be chaos.  

A poor move to which I object.   
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STATEMENT PS 15 

Submitted by Kelly Williams 

Title: Objection to Parking Charges 

I am writing to object to the parking charges that are due to be enforced in 
November/December at Blair’s Castle, Oldbury Court and Snuff Mills.  

It is unacceptable to push these charges onto young families who rely on these spaces for 
free days out. Those in positions of power are privileged if they do not see how these 
charges will affect the lives of many across our city. I strongly object to these charges and 
wish to speak to someone in a position of authority about alternative measures to invest in 
these green spaces.  

I look forward to hearing from you. 
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STATEMENT PS 16 

Submitted by Clair McGill 

Title: Objection to Parking Charges 

Just want to say by bringing charges in for parks this could be a barrier for people who really 

need and benefit from these spaces, parents on parental leave with little ones and 

pensioners.  

I want to add my voice to the objections.   
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STATEMENT PS 17 

Submitted by Katie Wright 

Title: Oldbury Court Parking Charges 

I’m emailing to object about the upcoming parking charges at Oldbury Court. My parents 

live near Frenchay Bridge and people often park outside their house to walk into the park 

from that side. When it gets busy their driveway gets blocked by cars and they can’t get out. 

Discouraging people from using the designated car parks by introducing charges only makes 

it more likely that people will park outside my parents’ house to avoid the charges and 

therefore they will find themselves blocked in more often. I also know several people who 

won’t be able to afford the parking charges, so will have to park on residential roads or will 

no longer be able to go there.  

Please don’t introduce charges. 
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STATEMENT PS 18 

Submitted by Caroline Derrick 

Title: Parking Charges at Snuff Mill and Blaise Castle 

Read your Facebook page Bristol city council!!!!!! 

This is a disgraceful move! Think again!!!!!! 
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STATEMENT PS 19 

Submitted by James Atkinson 

Title: Parking Charges on Green Spaces 

I shan’t start this email with any formal pleasantries. 

I am astounded, upset, dismayed, but most of all disappointed, in the completely idiotic, 

and ill conceived decision by Bristol City Council, to start charging for parking at multiple 

popular Green Open Spaces. For generations, my family has frequented Blaise Castle Estate, 

and the attractions on site, including my great grandparents, my grandparents, my parents, 

myself, and now me with son, who regularly make use of the park and enjoy a drink in the 

cafe, this going all the way back to when the miniature railway ran, and beyond. I want it 

noted, that I will now no longer be attending any more, my son who loves to explore the 

grounds, shall not make use of the once family friendly location, and this will be down to the 

fact that I will not line the pockets of Bristol City Council any more than I already do so.  

I know for fact, that so many other families feel the same, and will also in fact be boycotting 

this idiocy. A much needed rethink is needed I believe, before the Council alienates even 

more of the cities residents against them.   
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STATEMENT PS 20 

Submitted by Lucy Greening 

Title: Parking charges at Blaise castle 

As a BS10 resident I urge you to reconsider the proposed parking charges that are due to be 

implemented at Blaise Castle Estate. The introduction of parking charges is going to cause 

chaos on the local roads as people will look to park outside of the car park. It is unfair on 

local residents. 

I also strongly believe that people should not be charged to exercise or allow children to 

have access to fresh air on playground equipment.  

I understand there is a council meeting on 9th November, can you please discuss this as a 

matter of urgency due to the impact it will have on the local area. 
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STATEMENT PS 21 

Submitted by Catherine King 

Title: Objection to Introduction of Parking Charges at Parks 

 I am writing to you to ask you to reconsider the decision that you have made to implement 

parking charges at Blaise Castle, Snuff Mills and Oldbury Court. 

Bristol families have been able to enjoy these beautiful parks for free for many years to 

exercise and relax and enjoy being outside in nature. For many families with children, these 

free recreational spaces are a life line. Especially for those who do not have gardens or for 

those who do not have a lot of money. When the cost of living is so high and many child 

friendly activities are exclusive to well off families, the parks have been a place that 

everyone can enjoy.  

I spent my childhood enjoying these parks with family and friends and have very fond 

memories. This would not have been the case had there been parking charges as money 

was very tight. I grew up in south Bristol in a household where my father was unable to 

work due to severe illness. There are many many families in Bristol who also struggle to 

make ends meet. Unless these families live within walking distance of these parks, they will 

be excluded from using them. At a time where obesity and mental illness is at an all time 

high - why would you want to charge people to use a recreational space that can make a 

positive impact on both? 

Even if you can afford the charges, who wants to go for a day out where you have to clock 

watch in case the parking meter runs out? There are some lovely long walks in these parks, 

having to worry about getting back to top up the meter really impacts on the enjoyment and 

experience.  

I now live in Kingswood and often take my dogs for walks in these parks. Sadly, I will no 

longer do so once the fines come in. Walking in parks should be a free activity in my opinion 

and I will therefore find alternative dog walks (my dogs particularly love oldbury court / 

snuff mills and it’s sad that they will miss out on these lovely walks). 

I also feel for the local residents who will undoubtedly suffer the impact that these charges 

will have on the parking in their streets. Why is anyone going to pay if they can park on 

streets nearby? 

Lastly I feel for businesses who run from the parks - cafe owners, ice cream vans, dog 

walkers, fitness instructors. This will negatively impact their businesses and incomes. 
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STATEMENT PS 22 

Submitted by Stacy Cooper 

Title: Parking Charges and Yellow Lines Around Oldbury Court Estate 

As a resident of the Oldbury Court Estate I am outraged and completely object to the 

parking fees and yellow lines being implemented in the area.   

In a time where services that help people with their health and wellbeing are stretched 

beyond capacity, meaning that for many, a day in the park is the only free thing that people 

can enjoy, I find this an ill thought out, greedy and unnecessary low blow to the community.  

I personally know may elderly folk who travel to the park daily to walk their dogs and 

socialise. For many this may be the only social interaction they get in a day and to make that 

unaffordable for many is in my opinion cruel and unnecessary.  

Many families who are already struggling to pay their bills, especially with the effects of 

Covid will also be hugely effected by this. At a time where public services are already limited 

and there is a serious lack of social, community and youth clubs/services and adequate 

transportation services available I find this quite unbelievable that yet more pressures and 

limits will be placed upon the local community. At a time where there has never been more 

pressure placed upon the NHS surely the need for people to look after their mental health 

and wellbeing is what is important here?!  

Why do the parking charges need to be so excessive that yellow lines need to be put on 

surrounding streets. As far as I'm aware there is a huge majority of local people that DO NOT 

want this but yet the council are choosing to ignore the views of the people and do it 

anyway. You only have to check out the associated social media posts and responses re the 

issues to know this!  

There is a huge long list of other reasons that I personally object to this. However, I cant 

help but feel that the people will continue to go unheard and a totalitarianism approach will 

sadly prevail. Shame on Bristol City Council and anyone involved in allowing this travesty to 

happen.  
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STATEMENT PS 23 

Submitted by Hashim Saleem 

Title: Objection to Parking Meters 

 I am contacting you to express my dissatisfaction with the potential implementation of paid 

parking meters at public parks.  

Bristol, compared to many other cities, already excessively charges for parking compared to 

many other cities, including major hubs. Take Manchester for instance, parking after 8pm in 

the centre is free of charge, yet Bristol charge.  

I believe to begin charging citizens to park in a public park is unfair on the community. It’s 

also quite contradictory as on hand the council is trying to encourage people to go out to 

parks for well-being purposes, yet on the other they’re considering charging them for doing 

so.  

Please take this email and those of others into consideration before making a final decision. 
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STATEMENT PS 24 

Submitted by Abid Saleem 

Title: Parking Meter 

BCC are installing parking meters in Oldbury court, Snuff mills and Blaise castle from 

November/ December this year.  

I am appalled to here of this proposed action that is being planned to install parking meters 

in public recreation locations.  

I would like to add my name to the list of many in objecting to this action.  

This is a clear example of not doing the right thing and financially motivated for the council 

for their own failure.   

I will be writing to my MP to raise this as a formal complaint and concern. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Page 29



STATEMENT PS 25 

Submitted by Kim Foale 

Title: Parking Meter at Blaise Castle 

I don’t think it’s right that you’re going to install parking meters I take my children here all the time if 

you install meters I’m not going to be able to afford to take my kids to a park due to the cost I’m a 

low income family you should be ashamed. 
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STATEMENT PS 26 

Submitted by Marie Huskisson 

Title: Blaise Castle Parking Charges 

I would like to object to parking charges being implemented at Blaise Castle. This is one of 
few places that my family and others like to visit and this will now make myself and others 
reconsider.  

I have been going to Blaise since I was a child and this will be a great shame. I also do not 
think you have considered the impact the parking charges will have on surrounding streets 
and the residents. People are already paying enough in council tax and this is just a further 
blow. Should we not be encouraging people to visit our outdoor spaces? Especially given 
obesity and mental health being on the rise. I think this decision is very short sighted! There 
is very strong feeling about this in the local community which I am sure you will see on your 
own Facebook page. It also concerns me to see that there were few who wanted this yet it 
has still been approved so where is the fairness in that? I urge you to reconsider! 
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STATEMENT PS 27 

Submitted by Les Hull 

Title: Blaise Castle Parking Charges 

The roads in and around Blaise are jammed full of cars through weekends and holidays, cars 
are parked on double yellow lines and across driveways making getting out of your driveway 
impossible, our particular road is narrow and if someone parks over the driveway it is 
impossible to get out. If you say anything all you get is abuse. If they really have to charge 
then before it happens they should make the temporary car park a proper car park and not 
close it whenever we get abut of rain. Banning cars from parking in Kings Weston road and 
all other roads in the near vicinity. I know that this is a complete and utter waste of time but 
let’s hope that very soon we can vote and go back to a counsel making the decisions and not 
just one person 
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STATEMENT PS 28 

Submitted by Jayne Macleod 

Title: Blaise Castle Parking Charges 

I would like to oppose the charges to Park at Blaise Castle.  This would cause a lot of 

problems for the surrounding roads. Motorist pay enough on taxes for the 

roads/petrol/diesel. 

This is not acceptable, people are struggling enough, food poverty, rise on bills, the list is 

endless. 

Please re consider. 

Thank you for reading my reasons against this issue. 
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STATEMENT PS 29 

Submitted by Hayley Warren 

Title: Parking in Oldbury Court 

This email is being sent in relation to the impending parking charges being applied to 

Oldbury Court Estate. Whilst I have no objection to the parking charges, I strongly object to 

restrictions in all surrounding roads. I am a resident in Little Hayes which is planned to have 

double yellow lines around the cul-de-sac. Will residents of these streets be exempt from 

the restrictions? If not please advise where I or my visitors are supposed to park? 

I spent over £300k on my house in June and now you are saying I cannot park outside, or in 

any surrounding street? This is a disgrace and frankly I fail to see the justification.  Who does 

this benefit? Certainly not the residents. It is absolutely absurd to enforce double yellow 

lines in a quiet private cul-de-sac, the end of which is clearly suitable for on street parking. 

Please think about the residents. I would rather have to contend with park visitors parking 

here than never being able to park outside my own home! 

Please seriously reconsider this. Surely you can see it is ludicrous and illogical. I am sure I am 

not the only resident around the area that feels like this.  
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STATEMENT PS 30 

Submitted by Andrew Simpson 

Title: Parking Restrictions Around Oldbury Court 

This email is regarding the upcoming implementation of parking restrictions around the 
Oldbury Court Estate. Whilst I have no strong objections to the coming parking charges in 
the park itself, the decision to double yellow much of the surrounding estate is a different 
matter. 

I can understand the thinking, albeit flawed, in introducing double yellows on the main 
thoroughfares and bus routes. These restrictions will inhibit the residents more than protect 
them, but I can understand the desire to keep the busiest streets relatively free of parked 
cars. However, I live in Little Hayes, at the end of the cul-de-sac looking onto the park. There 
is a section of road at the end that is used by many of the residents to park vehicles and for 
our visitors. I cannot see any justification in making this section double yellow lines. Perhaps 
you can explain? There is no through access, no bus route, no thoroughfare whatsoever. 
Simply a convenient place for the residents to park. 

I implore you to remove the incoming restrictions from this section of road. The discussions 
to implement these lines was had prior to one of the biggest public crises in human history. 
The world has changed since and many, many people are now working from home. We 
need to be able to park around our houses and welcome visitors. 

I moved into my home this year and have had no formal notice or correspondence from the 
council relating to these changes but instead have read about them in the Fishponds 
newsletter. 
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STATEMENT PS 31 

withdrawn 
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STATEMENT PS 32 

Submitted by Elizabeth Robinson 

Title: Objection of Parking Charges at Parks 

I have been assured that this is the address to write to complain about the decision to 
charge for parking at Blaise castle and the old bury court and snuff mills estate. Have you 
thought about the impact on the neighbouring roads? Have you thought about the Impact it 
will have on people who use these facilities (me included) just to give the children a run for 
half an hour after school? I will find somewhere else to go as will an awful lot of people, 
these wonderful green places should be free for everyone to access for as long as they 
desire. Why do we pay our council tax if we can’t use the facilities? The money raised will no 
doubt be used to pay parking police to put yet another tax on car drivers NOT to update or 
the upkeep of the parks. Not everyone is lucky enough to live within walking distance of 
these places so will be penalised. I am asking you to reconsider this decision and let our 
children have free freedom ! 
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STATEMENT PS 33 

Submitted by Jen Smith 

Title: Special Educational Needs and Disabilities (SEND) 

Bristol City Council's SEN team is seriously under resourced. That is the only reason I can 

make from a response to a complaint I made to the council after waiting six weeks to hear 

back about an Alternative Learning Provision request I made. This request was only made 

after the council also failed in their lawful duty to implement the contents of an EHCP.  

My child has out of education since the first week of September and is getting no education 

at all. I know my child is not the only one having to put up with this kind of nonsense. 

In Bristol, we hear so often that there is not enough funding in SEND that it is like a broken 

record. That record is as broken as the disgraceful quality of education many children and 

young people in Bristol suffer. In fact, many are not receiving an education at all. If we have 

to play this broken record in City Hall until kingdom come then we will. 

And that means that no matter how many FOIs Send parents put in that are deliberately 

ignored, no matter how many social media posts we make of which personal information 

about those posters is collated at City Hall, no matter how many boxes are rag rated green 

for scrutiny commissions regarding unlawfully late EHCPs, we won't put up with it. 

The fact is, Bristol City Council continues to act unlawfully with regard to its legal duties 

around education and Send. It continues to act unlawfully in the handling of freedom of 

information requests regarding Send. And there is, in my opinion, an element of persecution 

from the education department for those who stand up in public and say that it is not right 

and expose this.  

It's high time this council takes a long hard look at the ongoing failure in the People 

Directorate, the administration and Bristol's education system because for many, it is not 

getting better. 

The new Disability Equality Commission is on the agenda tonight. But it must not become a 

back slapping Mayoral commission project that is designed to be a smoke and mirrors cover 

up for the ongoing discriminatory and abusive way that Send pupils and disabled children 

and young people in Bristol continue to be treated. 

Considering the council and administration already don't like hearing the voices of adult 

disabled people in the public sphere and, in my opinion, attempt to block those who are too 

neurodivergent for comfort, I don't hold out much hope. 
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STATEMENT PS 34 

Submitted by Suzanne Audrey 

Title: Bristol's Urban Living SPD and child-friendly development 

A study undertaken at Australia’s Deakin University concluded that family-friendly design 

guidelines for apartment buildings should be introduced to promote the health of the 

growing number of children being raised in Melbourne’s high-rise apartments. The study, 

published in 2018, examined how the rapid increase in ‘high-rise’ parenting was adversely 

impacting on Australian children’s health and development. Lead author, Dr Fiona Andrews, 

argued high-rise homes were typically designed for young professionals or couples without 

children, while the needs of children in the planning of cities were not being properly 

considered. 

Problems identified in the study included: safety risks of windows and balconies; restricted 

space and limited storage; concerns about children disturbing neighbours (or vice versa); 

day-to-day challenges such as drying the increased amounts of laundry generated by young 

children, and a lack of outdoor space and opportunities for active play. 

On the face of it, Bristol’s Urban Living supplementary planning document (SPD) 

acknowledges that new residential flats should be designed to be child and family-friendly. 

The document includes a quotation from the World Economic Forum: “We are living in an 

ever-increasingly urban world, with more children growing up in cities than ever before. It is 

therefore imperative that we design and build cities that meet the needs of children: 

seeking their input during the design process, providing them with access to play and 

education, and facilitating their social and cultural interactions.” 

Bristol’s Urban Living SPD states that ensuring ‘everyday freedoms’, through independent 

mobility around a neighbourhood and children’s infrastructure for play and socialising, 

should be key considerations of the design process: for under-5s play space should be 

incorporated within the development, while for older children it may be off-site but should 

be safely accessible. But how is this being enforced in practice? 

The high-rise development approved at Totterdown Bridge, including a 17-storey tower, 

does not inspire confidence. With a ‘child yield’ of 40, there is no space for the storage of 

bulky items on the individual floors, play areas for under-5s are limited to balconies and roof 

terraces, and more independent play requires crossing a busy dual-carriageway and 

negotiating a steep rat-run to the nearest park. 

Apparently emboldened by the approval of such a scheme, another high-rise planning 

application has been submitted for a nearby site which, rather than propose a family-

friendly scheme in line with the Urban Living SPD, simply states that “due to the tight nature 

of this brownfield site the scheme is unable to deliver formal built in play facilities to meet 

these standards”. And It seems likely that other developers across the city will also test the 

current administration’s commitment to ‘family-friendly’, high-rise schemes. If so, this will 

not only be at odds with the Urban Living SPD but will undermine other pronouncements 

made in recent years. 
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The Bristol Children’s Charter was launched in 2018 during the city’s annual Play Day, when 

the Mayor of Bristol, the Director of Children’s Services, and the Cabinet Member for 

Women, Children and Families, agreed to develop a new approach to ensure that children 

were at the heart of the city in council decision-making and across the breadth of Bristol’s 

partners. 

In 2019, Bristol hosted the first independent conference curated by the European Network 

for Child-Friendly Cities, when the Mayor declared: “The Towards a Child-Friendly City 

conference puts children centre stage in our built and urban environments which is exactly 

where they should be.” 

And the notion of a child-friendly city has been carried through to the latest draft Corporate 

Strategy in which it is stated: “Helping families isn’t just about the children’s services that 

the council delivers, but also how we design our neighbourhoods and build communities to 

be safe for children, have access to play and green spaces, or areas for young people to 

enjoy safely.” 

If these child-friendly policies and declarations are to have any credibility, the child and 

family-friendly policy requirements in the Urban Living SPD should be enforced. 
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STATEMENT PS 35 

Submitted by Ryan Relf-Jones 

Title: Parking Charges at Oldbury Court Park 

I have never written to my local council before but feel compelled to having seen the 

council’s decision to implement car parking charges at a number of Bristol parks, including 

Oldbury Court.  

I live on Oldbury Court Road and have done so since October 2019. We already experience 

problems with parking here due to over flow from the park’s car park. To be honest, whilst 

frustrating, we’ve just accepted it as we love the park and are pleased it is getting used by 

local residents. However, now this decision has been made I can’t see what consideration 

has been given for those living in close proximity? It is obvious that in Oldbury Court park 

users will simply park on the surrounding residential roads. I’ve read a vague statement in 

the article about the use of yellow lines, but in our area that would just compound local 

residents inability to park outside their homes - this therefore makes me even more 

concerned!  

I can see from social media that there has been an outpouring of concern and upset and I 

hope that the council reflect and realise this is a mistake. Please reverse this decision!  
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STATEMENT PS 36 

Submitted by Alan Morris 

Title: Bristol Walking Alliance: 50 Ways to Better Walking 

We have chosen this Full Council meeting, during COP26, to launch the Bristol Walking 

Alliance booklet '50 Ways to Better Walking'.  

Walking has a very low carbon footprint – the activity of walking is zero-emission, and the 

carbon footprint of improving the environment for walking is less than for other transport 

modes.  ’50 Ways’ reminds policy makers that encouraging walking is an important way to 

reduce our carbon footprint and help address the climate emergency.   

Although the pedestrian environment is used by all of us, it can become the 'Cinderella' in 

terms of the attention paid to it because it is taken for granted.  BWA is asking both Bristol 

City Council and the West of England Combined Authority to allocate a specific budget for 

improving the environment for walking, and to commit to measuring and increasing walking 

levels. 

Our 50 Ways booklet lists fifty practical measures to improve the pedestrian environment. 

It fits with existing Council initiatives in the following ways: 

• the last Walking Strategy was in 2011, so ‘50 Ways’ fills a gap 

• ‘50 Ways’ is structured around the 10 Walking Actions in the 2019 Bristol Transport 

Strategy 

• ‘50 Ways’ includes measures to improve the pedestrian environment for 

implementation by policy makers, planners, businesses, communities, and individuals - 

which fits well with the One City approach 

• ‘50 Ways’ includes transport schemes that help to improve the environment for 

walking, such as Liveable Neighbourhoods, School Streets, and pedestrianisation schemes.  

But it is not only transport schemes that affect the environment for walking - for instance, 

bins on pavements.  What we are saying via this document is that the Council could 

reappraise how much more it could do by involving all the Council teams that have an 

impact on the environment for walking, to think about it more holistically. 

50 Ways is our offer to the Council, and we hope to work with the Council taking the ideas 

forward. 

We have delivered a copy of ‘50 Ways’ to each councillor. 
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STATEMENT PS 37 

Submitted by Hannah Summers 

Title: Lack of Secondary provision in portion of Horfield Ward. 

I am a proud, born and bred Bristolian, having grown up in central/North, I am now settled 

with my own family in the area of Horfield.  I work in Early years education and I am also a 

registered Childminder.  

It is not unknown that Bristol faces a huge crisis in regards to the city’s secondary provision.  

I have witnessed more and more families gravitate to this community to make it their home, 

because of the excellent primary provision. My own children attend Bishop Road Primary, 

which is one of Bristol’s largest and oversubscribed schools (4 class entry/120 per year 

group). Within a mile, you can also find St Bonaventures, Henleaze, Ashley Down and Brunel 

Fields. Therefore there are many families seeking ongoing secondary provision for their 

children. 

It has come to my attention and concern that my portion of Horfield (spanning from Maple 

Rd) is worryingly uncatered for, once you take into account that the first three suggested 

Secondary schools are hugely oversubscribed. Bishop Road primary also has no feeder 

secondary school. 

Catchment areas, or areas of priority stipulated by these local secondary schools are 

completely unrealistic in terms of what these schools actually offer. 

Detailed below, I have shown how using my address I would stand no chance of obtaining a 

place at any of the 5 school options detailed to me (please note Montpelier High is all girl’s 

therefore not an option for my Son). 

I have gathered personal experiences within my local community and found in recent years, 

families have applied for the three local schools and been offered absurdly far alternatives, 

such as Oasis Academy Brightstowe, Shirehampton (5.47km away) and City Academy, 

Redfield (3.38km away).  

Every child in the city deserves a place at a school within a reasonable distance, therefore 

reducing the requirement to use polluting transport and encouraging greener and healthier 

options.  

It is also vital for building supportive local networks and encouraging relationships to be 

forged with their neighbourhood peers, this in turn will help promote wellbeing and positive 

mental health which is currently lacking in secondary age children (mental health charity 

Mind’s inquiry into secondary education and mental health - ‘Not Making the Grade: why 

our approach to mental health at secondary school is failing young people’ - released in June 

revealed that almost all (96%) of young people surveyed across England, reported that their 

mental health had affected their ability to participate in education at some point). 
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I ask the Mayor, Marvin Rees, Cllr Asher Craig, the cabinet member for Education & Families 

and full Council to review the current Secondary school catchments to ensure all portions of 

the Horfield Ward are fully and realistically catered for. 

Using the Bristol City Council website ‘School finder’, inputting my address, I am presented 

with the following information regarding my closest geographical secondary schools: 

1. Redland Green, Admissions distance: 1.360759km away 

2. Fairfield High School, Admissions distance: 1.635647km away 

3. Trinity Acadamy, Admissions distance: 1.728880km away 

4. Montpelier High, Admissions distance: 1.790081km away 

5. Orchard Acadamy, Admissions distance: 1.915552km away 

 

Redland Green (taken from BCC Redland Green Statement on 1st round allocation) 

864 on-time applications (344 first preferences, 294 second preferences and 226 third 

preferences) have been received for Redland Green School which has a published admission 

number of 216. School has breached the admission number for Year 7 in 2021 to 232. 

The furthest distance offered a place in this category was 0.874 km. 

Fairfield High School (taken from BCC Fairfield High statement on 1st round allocation) 

604 on-time applications (192 first preferences, 228 second preferences and 184 third 

preferences) have been received for Fairfield High School which has a published admission 

number of 216. 

The furthest distance offered a place in this category was 1.615 km 

Trinity Academy (taken from BCC Trinity Academy statement on 1st round allocation) 

490 on-time applications (180 first preferences, 172 second preferences and 138 third 

preferences) have been received for Trinity Academy which has a published admission 

number of 180. 

Of the 180 places available, Trinity was only able to offer those children who live in the 

outer priority area, 75 places. 

Orchard School 

Orchard School has no Statement on 1st round allocation that I could find, however the 

following information is available on the BCC website in reference to 2021 allocations 

(https://www.bristol.gov.uk/schools-learning-early-years/bristol-secondary-school-places-

and-geographical-area-that-schools-cover) 

Admission Number: 185 

Applications: 330 
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STATEMENT PS 38 

Submitted by Stephanie Spiteri on behalf of Bristol Sex Workers collective 

Title: Bristol Sex Workers Collective Statement 

In 2018, the council wished to review their SEV policy and so carried out a survey, with the 
intention of using its results to inform the proposed changes. These results found that two-
thirds of responders were comfortable with the presence of SEVs, provided that they were 
away from schools and places of worship. Not only that, another survey failed to find a link 
between increased crime and the presence of SEVs, as was suggested previously in 2018. All 
evidence indicates that SEVs are not a threat to the safety of women and girls in Bristol. On 
the contrary, they are far safer than many night-time venues in the city. Avon and Somerset 
Police’s Cumulative Impact Assessment showed that from 2018-2020 neither venues were a 
source of concern for sexual assault in or around their premises. One venue was not even 
mentioned.  

Both clubs are in good standing with Bristol Nightlife and The Bristol Association of 
Restaurants, Bars and Independent Establishments (BARBIE). In addition to this, at recent 
licensing renewals there were no objections from the police or other authorities. 

A significant number of the dancers are members of the United Sex Workers (USW) branch 
of the United Voices of the World union and are members of Equity. This allows us to 
organise and ensure fair working conditions and rights which we would be unable to do 
should our work be pushed underground. We are not expendable and should not be forced 
out of employment and the right to organise. USW has also worked with dancers to create a 
progressive SEV policy in Camden and Edinburgh; there is an opportunity for Bristol to 
follow in their footsteps and create policy that centres the experiences and rights of the 
workers instead of giving credence to a puritanical and misogynistic minority who blame 
women, in particular sex workers, for the violence of men and the hyper-sexualisation of 
women in mainstream culture.  

Statistics have been collected from Swansea, Chester and Exeter; cities in which nil-caps 
have been introduced in the last few years. The closure of SEVs in those cities have shown 
to have had absolutely no impact whatsoever on reducing VAWG, the rates of sexual assault 
actually increased in the years following the nil-caps. There was a similar trend with Jack of 
Diamonds, a strip club in Old Market that lost its license in 2017. Freedom of Information 
data shows that violent crimes and sexual assault has risen despite it no longer being an 
SEV.  

As our open letter suggests we also have several gender research experts agreeing that SEVs 
should remain open, as well as several trade unions and academics. A petition also launched 
in March that has received almost 7k signatures demanding this. 

The proposal to place a nil-cap in Bristol is clearly not coming from an objective standpoint, 
when the evidence clearly suggests that the clubs should remain open, and so the Bristol 
Sex Workers’ Collective would like to know what evidence is there suggesting that closing 
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the clubs would in fact help us towards our collective goal of gender equality? If that is the 
argument being made by a minority of people from pressure groups, why is the onus on us, 
as workers, to prove that we deserve to exist and that our choices are our own? Even so, we 
have proved again and again with primary evidence that clubs should and must remain 
open. We have proved from a democratic perspective that clubs should remain open. We 
have done the work and we have found clear objective evidence that clubs should remain 
open. We are tired. So now we ask of these groups, what and where is the evidence for 
clubs to close?  

Finally, as feminists, we believe that the sisterhood depends on all factions coming together 
to support one another. Sex workers are feminists as well. Often, our voices can go unheard 
due to the stigma which surrounds our work. But now, as we have in the past, we are raising 
our voices and imploring you not to ignore us. Do not blame us for the actions of men. But 
to stand by us. Not to minimise our agency and autonomy. Please don’t take away our 
livelihoods. 
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STATEMENT PS 39 

Submitted by Barry Cash  

Title: Bristol Energy  

Lord Mayor, I have a request for Bristol's Councillors. 
 
It is reported that Bristol Energy lost £43.8m of Council Taxpayers money. A motion to 
appoint an investigator, to find out how this happened, was voted down  in this chamber. 
 
There should be an investigation for three reasons: 
 

1. To learn lessons to prevent future losses. 
2. To check that no fraud or theft has taken place. 
3. Because Bristol's electors cannot hold their elected representatives to account at the 

ballot box, if they are not correctly informed what happened to their money. 
 
Therefore, I ask those councillors who voted against an inquiry, to do three things: 

1. Hang their heads in shame. 
2. Resign their position as Councillor immediately. 
3. Leave the chamber. 

 
There are approximately 200,000 households in Bristol that pay Council tax. £43.8m 
represents £219 per household.  Soon many Bristolians will be having a very difficult 
Christmas. £219 would be a great help. They are entitled to know what happened to it. 
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STATEMENT PS 40 

Submitted by John Tarlton 

Title: When is a replacement tree not a replacement tree 

Current planning policies (DM17 and BCS9) require that if trees are lost as part of a 
development, that replacement trees will be planted in compensation. Such planting needs 
to be within one mile of the development and is administered by the appropriate area 
committee.  

There is, however, a loophole in this compensation process. There is presently no obligation 
to actually plant any trees, but merely an expectation for the developer to pay the council 
for the cost of the trees. In many cases, there are no available sites for the replacement 
trees, and the money remains in the council’s S106 account. A current example is Baltic 
Wharf, where the developer promises to plant 162 trees but there are currently zero sites 
available for planting. This is not a one off, as there is over half a million pounds of unspent 
S106 compensation payments.  

In the spirit of the Ecological Emergency, I ask the Mayor to close this loophole by making it 
a requirement for developers to identify specific tree replacement sites, and make it 
incumbent on the developer to ensure that the compensation required by planning policy 
results in trees planted and not simply swelling the councils unused S106 account.  
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STATEMENT PS 41 

Submitted by David Redgewell 

Title: Corporate City Plan 

Whist we welcome the sustainable transport chapter connectivity and the role of the west 

of England mayor combined authority and North Somerset council.  We are very very 

concerned about the lack of west of England mayoral combined authority and North 

Somerset council joint committees meeting in the Diary for November and December 2021  

 

The secretary of state for transport Grant Shapps has made it clear along with Michael Gove 

the secretary of state for the Nations and Regions for the United kingdom. in the Transport 

settlements for the city regions that region without accountable metro mayors to receive 

large sum of money 

 The North east combined Authority had no major transport settlements.  The North of the 

Tyne and wear mayor has does not cover south of the Tyne in the city of Newcastle upon 

Tyne and Durham.  The secretary of state made no large transport settlement.  So it is very 

important that we get the Regional planning and transport authority holding joint 

committees meeting and scrutiny commission meeting and Audit commission meetings 

functioning happening.  And that we carry out a governance review of the west of England 

mayoral combined authority and North Somerset council.  

 

Transfer staff  to set up an Integrated transport authority with a Railway executive similar to 

Liverpool city region mayor Steve Rotherham, West Midlands Mayor Andy Street's and 

Greater Manchester mayor Andy Burnham.  At present west of England mayoral combined 

authority mayor Dan Norris. Is like Greater Manchester with Salford and Stockport Councils. 

without North Somerset council as a full member of the Greater Bristol and Bath city region.  

We mayor Dan Norris to move forward of the city region bus, coach, rail ferry light rail 

services along with the development of a light rail system.  We also need to make the 

western gateway transport board and partnership on the west county side of the Bristol 

channel have the same boundaries with Bournemouth Poole and Christchurch Dorset and 

Swindon being members of both the new unity Somerset council being a member.  

To get Government funding we need strong regional government that the city and county of 

Bristol is a strong member.  

 

Of concern also is South Gloucestershire council widening of capacity with roundabout on 

the Bristol ring road with no Bus lanes or cycling and walking improvements and a new 

roundabout junction at Hick gate. On the Bristol bus and coach station Temple meads 

station Arnos Vale Brislington, Keynsham, Brislington, Saltford, Newbridge Weston and Bath 

spa bus and coach station.  It would be unacceptable to try to build a Brislington bypass up 

the North Somerset Railway line. As part of a bus service improvements plan.  
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The North Somerset Railway corridor could be used as a public transport corridor and for 

walking and cycling between St Phillips Causeway and Callington road. A future light rail 

corridor. Or bus lane.  

 

We are also very very concerned about a petition during cop 26 climate change emergency 

to remove bus lanes in the Henbury Cribbs Causeway area on the showcase red Route A37 

Whitchurch, Banes, Hengrove, Knowle, Totterdown, Bristol Temple meads station, Bristol 

bus and coach station, Broadmead park street closure to through traffic.  

Leaving local access for residents and shopping Clifton down station Westbury on trym, 

Henbury, Cribbs Causeway bus station with access to Henbury station and a park and ride 

site. 

 

This is a key bus corridor for first group west of England bus service no 1, 2 and 3.  I hope the 

metro mayor Dan Norris and Bristol city council mayor Malvin Rees and Banes and South 

Gloucestershire council will carry out full public consultation with residents and bus and 

coach passengers about any local councilor plans to remove bus lanes by a petition in 

Greater Bristol during cop26 . 

 

Boris Johnson the prime minister who loves buses has turned green buses are top of bus 

back better the National bus strategy. and the west of England mayoral combined authority 

and North Somerset council bus service improvements plan.  

Walking and cycling strategy should also make reference to the walking and cycling strategy 

of the west of England combined authority.  We welcome the plans commitment to 

equalities.  There does not appear any reference to the National Bus Strategy and bus back 

better and the west of England combined authority metro mayor Dan Norris and North 

Somerset council bus service improvements plan or the enhanced quality partnership which 

will deliver the bus service from next April 2021.  With the A37 Whitchurch Banes via 

Hengrove, Knowle, Totterdown, Bristol Temple meads station, Cabot Circus, Bristol City 

Centre, Park Street closure to through traffic except for access to the local residents and 

shops and welcome cycle lanes pavements widening and bus priority for buses or Glider 

buses to Clifton down station, the Downs, Westbury on Trym, Henbury and Cribbs Causeway 

bus station in South Gloucestershire.  Also the upgrade of the Bristol bus and coach station 

Bristol Temple meads station, Arnos vale, Brislington, Keynsham, Salford, Newbridge, 

Weston and Bath spa bus and coach station route.  

 

But the plan lack delivery plan details in line with Bus back better the National bus strategy 

and the west of England metro mayor Dan Norris combined authority and North Somerset 

council bus service improvements plan.  With first group west of England buses and 

Stagecoach west Hct group and Rapt Bath bus company which requires timelines from the 

secretary of state for transport on Railway service investment in metro west railway services 

it's great to see support in the plan from the city mayor Malvin Rees and the west of 

England combined authority metro mayor Dan Norris and North Somerset council.  
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But again, on the important delivery target which are very very important for Growth and 

regeneration of the Bristol Bath city region.  

We have no date for reopening the Bristol Temple meads station to Bedminster, Parson 

Street, Pill and Portishead railway line reopening and a new station at Ashton Gate.  

The Bristol Temple meads station to Henbury loop line with station at Lawrence hill, 

Stapleton road, Ashley down Filton Abbey wood, Filton North and Henbury for Cribbs 

Causeway bus station and a future extension to Avonmouth Dock. 

This is very important for access to The Arena and the Development of homes office and 

shops of the YTl site at Patchway  

The Severn Beach St Andrew Road, Avonmouth dock, Portway, Parkway, Shirehampton, Sea 

Mills, Clifton Down Station, Redland, Montpellier, Stapleton Road, Lawrence Hill, Bristol 

Temple Meads Station which is operating every 30 mins from December 2021. 

But the line from Bristol Temple meads Keynsham, Oldfield Oark, Bath Spa Freshford, 

Avoncliffe, Bradford on Avon, Trowbridge, Westbury route of metro west is losing this 

December 2021  

The Bristol Temple meads station Keynsham, Oldfield park, Bath Spa Bradford on Avon, 

Trowbridge, Westbury, Warminster, Salisbury London Waterloo service which is cancelled 

this December 2021 without any passengers or local authorities  west of England combined 

authority metro mayor Dan Norris or the city mayor Malvin Rees.  

 

This line should have a Bristol Temple Meads, Keynsham, Oldfield park, Bath spa, Freshford, 

Avoncliffe, Bradford on Avon, Trowbridge, Westbury metro west service in December 2022  

With proposals for station at St Anne Park and Salford. Subject to railway capacity studies.  

The metro west service from Bristol Temple Meads station to Gloucester central via 

Lawrence Hill, Stapleton Road Ashley Down and possible Horfield, Filton Abbey wood Bristol 

Parkway Station, Yate, Charfield cam and Dursey Stonehouse Bristol Road and Gloucester.  

 

There is a very welcome by transport stakeholders’ group and people living around Charfield 

and wotton under edge of the new transport link to Bristol Temple meads.  

Support for Stroud District Council and Gloucester County Council but we don’t have a 30 

minute timetable signed off by the Department for transport or each service on the Bristol 

Temple meads Bedminster station parson street Nailsea and Backwell, Yatton for Clevedon 

Worle parkway Weston million and Weston super mare Highbridge and Burnham on sea 

Bridgwater and Taunton to Deliver railway service in the Bristol and Bath city region and the 

western gateway transport board area. 

 

We need a delivery plan from the west of England combined authority metro mayor Dan 

Norris and North Somerset council.  Both Mayor Dan Norris and Don Davis leader of North 

Somerset council have written to Grant Shapps secretary of state for transport about the 

delays to the Bristol Temple meads station to Portishead line delays and mayor Norris about 

the loss of the Bristol Temple meads and Bath spa to London Waterloo service via Salisbury.  

For all the Railway delivery proposal from metro west we need partnership working with the 

west of England combined authority metro mayor Dan Norris and North Somerset council 

which needs to join WECA, Department for transport, Network rail western route, First 
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group, Great western railway and First group MTR south western railway and cross country 

trains, Western gateway transport board.  

 

Whist great progress is being made with Network rail western route at Bristol Temple 

meads station, the city corporate plan is short on delivery details   

The Network rail western route Capacity study for the west of England combined authority 

and North Somerset council should be published.  

We need a strong regional Authority in the West of England combined authority metro 

mayor Dan Norris North Somerset council and western gateway transport board to set up a 

railway executive.  

 

To deliver our Railway services similar to Greater Manchester mayor Andy Burnham. west 

Midlands mayor Andy street Liverpool city region metro Steve Rotherham.  

The city corporate plan need timeline for delivery.  

As Mayor Rees and metro mayor Dan Norris understand this city region has failed the 

community on a modern public transport system.  

 

The Residents and passengers of Greater Bristol and Bath City region need a plan for 

CONSTRUCTION and Delivery not a plan list of promised public transport that never get built 

Bristol history with the exemption of metro bus. 

 

And under bus back better the National bus strategy we have to set up with the metro 

mayor Dan Norris west of England combined Transport authority and North Somerset 

council a Bus service advisory board with stakeholders and a passengers forum we need to 

make progress on this a part of the enhanced quality bus partnership bus service review of 

support service.  

 

I also note with Deep concern the lack of effective communication and consultation on the 

retendering of the support bus network in the city region in South Gloucestershire Council 

Bath and North east Somerset council the city and county of Bristol and cross boundary 

service into North Somerset Council.  Their no notices on buses bus stops interchange 

railway station or on real time information system.  

 

Only a questionnaire on line can we talk to the metro mayor about public consultation.  

And options for service 5: Downend, Oldbury Court, Fishponds, Stapleton Village, Eastville,  

St Werburges, St Paul's Bristol city Centre.  

Service 18: UWE bus station Downend, Staple Hill, Hillfields, Kingswood, Warmley, North 

Common, Oldland common, Willsbridge, Keynsham Station, Keynsham Town Centre, 

Saltford, Newbridge Weston and Bath spa bus station.  

 

David Redgewell, Ian Beckey and Nigel Bray Railfuture Severnside  
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STATEMENT PS 42 

Submitted by Ron Pegley 

Title: Flood Risk  

The Environment Agency has recently updated the Strategy Flood Risk Assessment, this now 

shows a large area of Bristol from Cumberland Road to beyond Temple Meads to be in the 

highest level of flood risk: Zone 3. Bristol City Council now needs to progress and implement 

a comprehensive flood defence system rather than planning further residential 

development in this flood risk area. 
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h  Full Council -9th November 2021  
Agenda item 6 b  
Public questions  

 
 
Procedural note: 
     
   

Questions submitted by members of the public: 
 

- Questions can be about any matter the Council is responsible for or which directly affect 
the city.  

- Members of the public who live and/or have a business in Bristol are entitled to submit 
up to 2 written questions, and to ask up to 2 supplementary questions.  A 
supplementary question must arise directly out of the original question or the reply. 

- Replies to questions will be given verbally by the Mayor (or a Cabinet member where 
relevant).  If a reply cannot be given at the meeting (e.g. due to lack of time) or if written 
confirmation of the verbal reply is requested by the questioner, a written reply will be 
provided within 10 working days of the meeting. 
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*point of explanation - where a person has asked two questions on the same topic they are on the 
same line.  Where topics are different they have different lines. 

 

Ref No Name Title 

PQ01 Dugald 
McNaughtan 

Residents Parking scheme for Ashely Street 

PQ02 Salem Bennett Plant-based food systems for schools 

PQ03  David Whiley Seagulls in the City Centre 

PQ04 & 
PQ05 

Peter Beard Tree Inspection Report 

PQ06 & 
PQ07 

Elvira Koczur Parking situation affecting residents along Passage Road 

PQ08 Paul Wheeler Advertising and Sponsorship Policy 

PQ09 & 
PQ10 

Philip People Parking on Passage Road Open Space 

PQ11 & 
PQ12 

Lee Westney Affected Parking on Passage Road 

PQ13 & 
PQ14 

Jack Beard parking problems that affect parts of North Bristol 

PQ15 Paula Bramley Avon Pension Fund 

PQ16  Suzanne Audrey Children living in Tall Buildings 

PQ17 Suzanne Audrey Western Harbour proposals 

PQ18 & 
PQ19 

Elizabeth Chester Wood Burners 

PQ20 & 
PQ21 

David Redgewell David Redgwell, South West Transport Network and Railfuture 
Severside  

   

PQ22 & 
PQ23 

Rob Bryher Assembly recommendations and One City Transport Board 

PQ24 Claire Gronow Council emissions 

PQ25 Alison Allan City Leap 

PQ26 Jacqueline 
Walkden 

Insulated domestic homes in Bristol 

PQ27 & 
PQ28 

Michele Morrice A safe play park setting for Adults with disabilities and their 
carer’s 

PQ29 & 
PQ30 

Andrea Mackay Reduction in plastic waste 

PQ31 & 
PQ32 

Robert Browne Colston Statue 

PQ33 Tom Bosanquet Crossing on St Lukes Road, Totterdown 
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QUESTION PQ 01  
Subject: Residents Parking scheme for Ashely Street 
Question submitted by: Dugald McNaughtan 
 
 
While the residents of Ashley Street BS2 understand the need for new housing to be built and have 
been broadly supportive of the Brooks Dye Works housing development in St Werburghs, we are 
nevertheless concerned that with new houses being built directly on Ashley street requiring parking 
not provided by the developers, the overflow from visitors to the new development, and the 
continuing demand from visitors to the Ashley Street park, Mina Road park and nearby shops, it is 
likely that we will soon face the prospect of parking being unavailable to us in our own street and the 
surrounding area. Naturally, many of us need to be able to drive for work, to transport children and 
adults with limited mobility who live in Ashley Street and for more day-to-day uses. 
 
Can a residents parking scheme therefore be considered for Ashley Street BS2? 
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QUESTION PQ 02 
Subject: Plant-based food systems for schools 
Question submitted by: Salem Bennett/ Feed Our Future Bristol 
 
Mayor, 
  
My name is Salem and I am here to talk to you about helping schools to transition towards a more 
plant-based food system. 
 
We were the 1st city to declare a climate emergency thanks to Carla Denyer, we are now known as a 
progressive city who leads the way on issues related to the climate crisis. COP26 is coming to an end 
and as a city it will do wonders if we can say we are leading on this too. 
 
The agricultural industry is a leading cause of the climate crisis and in our One Climate City Strategy 
Bristol city council set an objective to move the city towards a more plant based diet 
But what action can the council take? 
 
ProVeg are a leading food awareness organisation who offer a package of free support helping 
councils & caterers introduce more plant-based food in their menus. 
 
When Leeds City Council were supported by ProVeg they successfully included 2 vegetarian days in all 
of their 182 primary schools.  We are now speaking to over 20 local authorities across the country & 
many are interested in making changes. 
 
We ask the mayor if you would be willing to engage with Proveg who will advise this council for free 
on how we can transition the Bristol education system towards a more plant-based food system?' 
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QUESTION PQ 03  
Subject: Seagulls in the City Centre 
Question submitted by: David Wiley 
 
Please advise what BCC are doing and will do about the massive nuisance and problem of seagulls in 
the city centre, especially in Broadmead shopping area where people are regularly attacked. 
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QUESTION PQ 04 & PQ 05 
Subject: Tree Inspection Report -  Passage Road in Brentry 
Question submitted by: Peter Beard 
 
1). The last tree inspection report was conducted in 2015. So where is the data to back up the 
assertion that the trees are being damaged by parking on this low value scrub land? 
 
2). Considering that the data shows the trees condition is in fact “ satisfactory “ can the Mayor call off 
the parks department and ask them to engage in meaningful discussion with residents to explore a 
resolution that satisfies everyone? 
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QUESTION PQ 06 & 07 
Subject: Parking situation affecting residents along Passage Road. 
Question submitted by: Elwira Koczur 
 
My questions are in regards to the parking situation affecting residents living in the rank of houses 
230-244 Passage Road and the decision taken by the Trees department to block vehicular access to the 
properties, by placing boulders on the green land.  
 
1. As the boulders have already been placed, we are forced to park further away and walk home. 
We have no street lights illuminating the area outside our homes. As a woman, especially in light of 
recent events and cases and crime rising in BS10 7DN postcode, I simply do not feel safe walking to my 
house in the complete dark. How does the Mayor propose to improve our safety and provide street 
lighting?  

 
2. If a spine road were constructed it would allow us to park in our front gardens. Will the Mayor 
look at building this narrow road? 
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QUESTION PQ 08 
Subject: Advertising and Sponsorship Policy 
Question submitted by: Paul Wheeler 
 
Section 5.5 of the council's Advertising and Sponsorship policy states that "the council retains the right to refuse 
advertising on the grounds that, in the council’s opinion, it is inappropriate, it conflicts with services already 
provided by the organisation or it is incompatible with the council’s values and strategic goals as set out in its 
Corporate Strategy." 
 
One of the building blocks of the council's Corporate Strategy is Sustainability, which it explains as "Tackle the 
Climate and Ecological Emergencies while inclusively growing the economy, maximising our positive 
environmental impacts and avoiding or mitigating negative ones wherever possible. Build our climate 
and ecological resilience." 
 
Bearing in mind that commitment and the council's climate emergency declaration and pledge to make the city 
carbon neutral by 2030, will the Mayor use section 5.5 of the Advertising and Sponsorship policy to refuse 
advertising by companies selling or dependent on fossil fuels, such as oil and gas suppliers, airlines and petrol, 
diesel and hybrid vehicle manufacturers? 
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QUESTION PQ09 & PQ10 
Subject: Parking on Passage Road Open Space 
Question submitted by: Philip Pople 
 
The reason for these boulders is the apparent damage caused to the trees. Can you please provide us 
with the reports that justify this assertion? Surely reports were compiled to substantiate this.  
 
If the Mayor will not commit to the building of the road will he at least order the Parks Department to 
enter negotiations with the residents to explore transferring a small stretch of this land so that we can 
build the spine road. 
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QUESTION PQ11 & PQ12 
Subject: Affected parking on Passage Road 
Question submitted by: Lee Westney 
 

1. Residents raise these issues but keep getting referred to the Area 2 committee. This committee 
has the least funding of any area in the city – and so offers no realistic solution to our 
problems. How does the Mayor propose to equalise the funding for the area committees so 
that we have a fighting chance of getting the improvements we need?  

 
2. Residents on Passage Road have a low value green space outside our houses. We have been 

parking on this low value land for decades without any problems. Recently we have been told 
that boulders will be used to prevent this and yet no solution is being offered to the acute 
parking problems in the narrow roads around us. What is the Mayor’s solution? 
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QUESTION PQ13 & PQ14 
Subject: Parking problems that affect parts of North Bristol 
Question submitted by: Jack Beard 
 
1. Is the Mayor aware of the acute parking problems that affect parts of North Bristol including 
Henbury & Brentry – an estate that was built before widespread car ownership? If so can he please 
explain what proposals he has to improve the parking situation in the area?  
 
2. With electric cars increasingly becoming the new norm. How does the Mayor propose we charge 
our vehicles if we are unable to access our front gardens and charge on private drives?  
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QUESTION PQ 15 
Subject: Avon Pension Fund 
Question submitted by: Paula Bramley 
 
Will Bristol City Council leave the Avon Pension Fund if it refuses to stop investing in fossil fuels? 
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QUESTION PQ16  
Subject: Children living in Tall Buildings 
Question submitted by: Suzanne Audrey 
 

Please can you outline what measures are in place to enforce compliance with the Urban Living SPD 
aims in relation to children living in tall buildings? 
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QUESTION PQ17 
Subject: Western Harbour proposals 
Question submitted by: Suzanne Audrey 
 

Background. With regard to proposals for the development of 'Western Harbour', BristolLive reported 
that you said: “In-person and online workshops, which are open to the community in and around 
Western Harbour at Riverside Garden Centre, as well as Lawrence Weston, Easton, and Knowle, are 
designed to draw out stories of the area and establish what the harbour means to people.” 
[https://www.bristolpost.co.uk/news/bristol-news/mayor-explains-hes-asking-people-5962361] 
However, it is not clear what took place, and with whom, in Knowle.  

Question. Please can you give details of the community workshop that took place in Knowle including 
who was invited to participate. 
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QUESTION PQ18 & PQ19 
Subject: Wood Burners 
Question submitted by: Elizabeth Chester 
 
Wood-burners are almost exclusively used by more affluent residents who have other forms of heating. With 
gas & electricity prices rising, we risk them using their wood-burners more this winter, contributing to 
particulate air pollution in residential areas that will predominantly affect the developing lungs of children and 
the more vulnerable lungs of older people and others with respiratory problems. This is especially bad given the 
threat from both Covid and flu this winter. With wood-burning stoves recently shown to be 750 times more 
polluting than HGVs*, enforcement is needed of existing Clean Air Legislation. This problem will not go away if 
ignored. 
 
Q1: What is the Council planning to do to enforce existing Clean Air Legislation? 
 
Q2: How is the Council going to educate residents about the harmful health effects of the domestic burning of 
wood (and coal)?  
 
* 
https://eur03.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.theguardian.com%2Fenvironment
%2F2021%2Foct%2F09%2Feco-wood-stoves-emit-pollution-hgv-
ecodesign&amp;data=04%7C01%7C%7C9b0a90ff7b634aeaf84308d99deeea9e%7C6378a7a50f214482aee0897e
b7de331f%7C0%7C0%7C637714471719841149%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQI
joiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C1000&amp;sdata=VqbQ%2BYAk2h8UCz%2FXRKAI1xDOXRP
G1eDOgAidgCzxprM%3D&amp;reserved=0 >  
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QUESTION PQ20 & PQ21 
Subject: SW Transport 
Question submitted by: David Redgwell, South West Transport Network and Railfuture Severside  
 
Question 1  
What progress is the leader of the council mayor Marvin Rees taking with Councillor Kevin Guy, leader 
of Banes Council, Toby Savage, leader of South Gloucestershire county council, and Dan Davis, Leader 
of North Somerset Council to rearrange the meeting of the west of England combined authority joint 
committee. 
 
With Metro Mayor Dan Norris to allow progress on very important on Regional public transport 
schemes like the metro west railway services between Bristol Temple meads station, keynsham, 
oldfield park, Bath spa, Freshford, Avoncliffe, Bradford, Trowbridge and Westbury.   Bristol Temple 
meads to Gloucester central line with station at Lawrence hill, Stapleton road, Ashley Down ,Filton 
Abbey wood, Bristol parkway, yate, Charfield cam and Dursey, stonehouse Bristol road and Gloucester 
central and the parkway station on the Bristol Temple meads station to Avonmouth and Severn beach 
line.  And progress of the Bristol Temple meads to portishead line. 
  
Great Britain railway and the setting up of Railway Executive.  
Progressing public consultation on the Bristol Bath city region bus network and partnership with North 
Somerset council  
On the new supported bus network.  
To allow work under bus back better the National bus strategy bus service improvements plan.  
To set up a bus advisor Board and passengers forum.  
  
  
Question 2  
What progress is being made on a governance review of the west of England mayoral combined 
authority and North Somerset council to allow North Somerset council to join the Authority? 
 
To set up an intergrated transport authority and transfer the rest of the public Transport staff to the 
West of England mayoral combined authority.  To progress on the city regional authority that the 
Department for transport and the secretary of state for transport Grant shapps will support along with 
Michael Gove the secretary of state for housing and local government to allow progress on Region 
planning and housing.  
And to progress a devolution deal for the west of England mayoral combined authority and North 
Somerset council. 
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QUESTION PQ22  & PQ23 
Subject: Citizens' Assembly recommendations and One City Transport Board 
Question submitted by: Rob Bryher 
 
These are specifically about transport matters, but I'm happy for either Cllr Alexander or Marvin Rees 
to answer them. 
 
Explanatory text for Question 1: 
At the Cabinet meeting of 22nd June 2021, I asked when the Citizens' Assembly tracker of 
recommendations and proposed actions would be made available to the public and the best route for 
the public to take if it turns out the recommendations haven't been acted upon. 
 
The response was that "the tracker is a live working document and to ensure full visibility of progress it 
will be appended to six-monthly progress updates that will be available on the Bristol Citizens’ 
Assembly webpages" and that "the first of these updates is scheduled for September 2021." 
 
It is now November 2021, I have checked the Citizens' Assembly webpage here 
(https://bristol.citizenspace.com/bristol-citizens-assembly/) and there has been no update and no 
tracker for these actions has been included on the webpage. 
 
Question 1: 
Please could you state when and whether we will be updated about the progress of the Citizen's 
Assembly recommendations and which are/are not being taken forward and acted upon? 
 
Explanatory text for Question 2: 
I also asked about in June 2021 about the recommendation to "appoint a champion to 
work with the chair of the One City Transport Board to have responsibility for these 
recommendations, with a focus on accessibility in local communities." I was told that, like the other 
recommendations, this has not yet been acted upon and to wait for the update. 
 
I was later told in an email from Cllr Don Alexander on 6th September 2021 that: "We will discuss with 
the One City Transport Board and council colleagues how best to approach the recommendation for a 
“champion” to monitor progress towards these goals. We will share information about any 
appointment process that may be agreed in due course." 
 
I was also told in subsequent emails that there was no process in place for me to join the One City 
Transport Board to contribute to this work and "we're reviewing the One City Transport Board and the 
way it works". When I asked, no completion date for this review was given and a subsequent email 
asking for a contact person for the One City Transport Board was not given by Cllr Alexander. 
 
Question 2: 
How does someone actively working in transport in Bristol apply to be on the One City Transport 
Board and when will the One City Transport Board and council colleagues make a decision about 
whether to appoint a champion to monitor progress towards the Citizens' Assembly's (transport) 
recommendations? 
 
I intend to attend the Full Council meeting but I would also like a written response to these questions. 
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QUESTION PQ 24 
Subject: Reducing Emissions 
Question submitted by: Dr Claire Gronow 
 
In response to my question at the September meeting (progress in reducing emissions to meet the net 
zero by 2030 commitment) I was told that, except for direct emissions from Council activities (which I 
am pleased to see will be zero by 2025) responsibility for reducing emissions “lies with businesses and 
organisations as well as individuals themselves.”  I was also told that measured data on the city’s 
emissions from energy and transport within the boundary of the city, would be provided when 
available, but I have not been able to find any more recent data than 2019 (ie 2 years ago). 
 
Given all of this, how confident is the Mayor that his commitment on behalf Bristol City Council and all 
Bristolians of a carbon neutral city by 2030 can be achieved?  What evidence is available to indicate 
that Bristol is on track to meet this commitment? 
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QUESTION PQ 25 
Subject: City Leap  
Question submitted by: Alison Allan 
 
Can you update me on City Leap? 
 
Who is the preferred tenderer and when can we expect to see some of the projects initiated? 
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QUESTION PQ26 
Subject: Jacqueline Walkden 
Question submitted by: Insulated domestic homes in Bristol 
 
The one City Climate Plan has a target of 35% of domestic homes in Bristol insulated to a high standard 
(C+) by 2023.  What percentage of domestic homes in Bristol have been insulated to C+ to date and 
what are the way stages to achieving 100%? 
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QUESTION PQ27 & PQ28 
Subject: A safe play park setting for Adults with Disabilities and their carer's 
Question submitted by: Michele Morrice 
 
A safe play park setting for Adults with Disabilities and their carer's would enhance their mental health 
and would help enormously with exercise improving Health issues, and the challenges they face with 
Loneliness.  
 

1. Is this something you could help with?  

 
2. If you think you could achieve this, what would be the time limit? 
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QUESTION PQ29 & PQ30 
Subject: Reduction in plastic waste 
Question submitted by: Andrea Mackay 
 
Dear Ms Beech, 
 
In response to the Your City Our Future survey, almost 90% of respondents saw less plastic packaging 
as a number one priority. Recent reports show how much British plastic intended for recycling has 
been shipped abroad, creating environmental disasters in other less well-off countries, and even Boris 
Johnson has said that plastics recycling doesn’t work. This reminds us that the goal of true 
sustainability is to reduce and reuse rather than just rely on recycling.  
 
My two questions are: 
1.With this in mind, what steps are the council taking to reduce the amount of plastic waste created 
through packaging and single use items, and thus reducing the amount of plastic needed to be 
recycled? 
 
2.What percentage of Bristol’s plastic waste is sent abroad and what percentage is incinerated? 
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QUESTION PQ31 & PQ32 
Subject: Colston Statue 
Question submitted by: Robert Browne 
 
1) In answer to a submitted member question on Sept 7th asking who were the trustees for the Colston statue 
the reply stated that 'Bristol city council is the trustee' 
 
Given that Bristol city council is 71 people, who were the decision makers in relation to the statue? 
 
 
2) A statement of fact was submitted to the police following the felling of the statue, which according to your 
own member question answer did not follow a consultation, who made the decisions regarding content and  
to issue this statement? 
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QUESTION PQ33 
Subject: Crossing on St Lukes Road, Totterdown 
Question submitted by: Tom Bosanquet 
 

We are the children of Lower Totterdown and we really love where we live, but every day we feel 
scared because we can't safely walk to the park, school and nursery. The park is so close to us, but 
St.Luke's Road is really busy with cars that drive really fast. Cars driving through the railway tunnel 
can’t see us trying to cross. We often have to wait a really long time to cross the road and then we 
have to run across really fast in case a speeding car suddenly appears. It is horrible and frightening, 
and our mums and dads are terrified we will get hit by a car. 

We talk to the policeman who comes to the road on his motorbike and records speeding – the cars 
really slow down when he visits, but they go back to normal as soon as he leaves. The cars also make a 
lot of noise and stinky fumes which is bad for the environment. 

Over 2 years ago we were promised a crossing – we were so excited that our parents would allow us 
to walk to school with our friends or go to play in the park. It feels really unfair that we still can't. 

We’ve been waiting so long that we feel like you don't care about our safety. We really want you to 
listen to us and our mums and dads. Will it take one of us getting hit for you to help us?  

Please can you tell us how will you stop cars from speeding here and when will we get our safe 
crossing?  

 

Poppy (3), Isla (3), Luc (8), Juliette (5), Frank (9), Wilf (13), Arvo (8), Jaxon (6), Jasmine (13), Amelia 
(15), Belle (3), Elliot (3), Sam (0.5), Nico (8), Luka (12), Toby (3), Hamish (1), Aria (7), Rubin (7), Grace 
(9), Benjy (5), Gus (8), Harry (4), Alex (1), Buster (14), Sasha (12), Emilia (7), Ophelia (2), Ewan (11), 
Audrey (10), Fraser (5), Willow (12), Laya (9), Ella (5)  
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QUESTION PQ34 & PQ35 
Subject: residential parking restrictions at Little Hayes 
Question submitted by: Andrew Simpson and Hayley Warren 
 

Good evening Mr Mayor 

We wish to raise to the Council a question regarding the residential parking restrictions implemented 
due to the impending parking charges at Oldbury Court Park. 

We wish to query the justification of double yellow lines around Little Hayes, specifically in the T-
Junction at the end of the cul-de-sac, parallel to the park. We have received a response from Highways 
& Traffic stating that the reason for the double yellow restrictions here is access for buses, push chairs 
and wheelchairs. However, the T-Junction at the end of the cul-de-sac has no through access to the 
park, no pavements and is not a bus route. Do you therefore agree that restrictions here are 
unnecessary? And is there anything that can be done to rectify this? 

We are not objecting to the restrictions in their entirety, but in their application in this part of the cul-
de-sac. We have explored surrounding roads that have also had restrictions implemented and they are 
nowhere near as badly affected as Little Hayes, despite worse accessibility. Little Hayes is a very wide, 
quiet cul-de-sac, we have never experienced issues with delivery vehicles or emergency service access. 

These restrictions only serve to hinder the residents at this end of the estate who rely on this strip of 
road to park vehicles. Residents are now left with no choice but to dig up green spaces and trees and 
replace them with parking spots. If the restrictions cannot be removed, then we propose that parking 
permits be issued to the residents of this part of the estate. We have been left far worse off than the 
residents of the busiest roads that the parking charges are likely to affect. 
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