™

(CD)
D) Brent

Healthy Streets and Parking
Delegated Approval Report

Report for Head of Healthy Streets
and Parking

Wards Affected: Brondesbury Park

Proposed School Street

NWLJDS (North West London Jewish Day School)

Approved by:

Title Date Submitted Name Date Approved
Principle Engineer 28/04/2026 Padideh Asgari 28/04/2026
(Author)

Team Leader Safety & | 28/04/2026 Debbie Huckle 07/05/2026
Travel Planning

Head of Healthy Streets | 07/05/2026 Sandor Fazekas 08/05/2026

and Parking

1.0 PURPOSE OF REPORT

1.1 This report provides a summary of the outcomes derived from the public
consultation for a new School Street Zone at North West London Jewish

Day School covering Mapesbury Road (from Willesden Lane to

Chatsworth Road) and Mowbray Road (from Mapesbury Road to
Christchurch Avenue) as part of Brent Council's broader initiative to
enhance air quality, promote children's health, address the climate
emergency, and create a safer environment for children to walk and cycle.

1.2 The primary objective of this report is to present the results of the public
consultation and the feasibility scoping exercise provided by MP Smarter

Travel for the NWLJDS School Street.

The proposed scheme that was consulted on included:

The introduction of a pedestrian and cycle-only zone (School Street)
during morning pick-up and afternoon drop-off times. This restriction
would operate Monday to Friday (term-time only), from 8:15 am to 9:15
am and 2:30 pm to 4:00 pm.

1.3  The report concludes and recommends that the implementation of the
School Street zone is not progressed, as the majority of those consulted
did not support the proposal.
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BACKGROUND

In September 2020, the council initiated 30 pilot schemes for pedestrian
and cycle zones in the vicinity of schools, designating them as school
streets. Following the evaluation of the pilot schemes, 27 of them have
been made permanent. Additionally, four more school streets have been
implemented and there is now a total of 31 School Street Zones within
Brent.

A school street is typically a road adjacent to a school that has a
temporary restriction for motorised traffic during school arrival and
dispersal times. The purpose is to create a safer and more pleasant
environment for students and pedestrians, reducing the risk of accidents
and encouraging active travel such as walking and cycling. Some
exemptions apply which include:

¢ Residents that live within the zone

e Blue badge holders that live within the zone

e Emergency services

e Deliveries

e Carers

e Licensed taxis

e School transport & taxi card transport services
e Council operational vehicles (statutory services)
e Medical appointment transport

e Dial-a-ride

¢ Royal Mail

[ ]

Medical practitioner

This proposal was developed in accordance with our School Street priority
matrix, which identified high volumes of traffic outside NWLJS.

Subsequently, the proposed scheme recommended in this report was
developed to improve road safety for all road users.

Project Development

In September 2025, MP Smarter Travel (MPST) was awarded a contract
to conduct a feasibility study and detailed designs for a proposed school
street for (NWLJDS). The design originally included Mapesbury Road,
from Willesden Lane to Mowbray Road.

However, the feasibility report recommended to include Mapesbury Road
(from Willesden Lane to Chatsworth Road) and Mowbray Road (from
Mapesbury Road to Christchurch Avenue). It was suggested that the
proposed School Street scheme should be extended due to Mowbray Road
being too narrow to take additional traffic that may have been displaced.

The proposed School Street timings were discussed with the school, and the
suggested time was between 8:15am—-9:15am and 2:30pm—4:00pm.
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Figure 1 below shows the recommended proposed School Street
arrangement for consultation from MPST.
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Both Mapesbury Road and Mowbray Road are residential streets with no
businesses located on the proposed school street area. The proposed

School Street should therefore have limited impact on surrounding

stakeholders other than residents and the school who would see reduced
traffic flow along the roads outside their houses/school. Mapesbury Road
sees high volumes of traffic therefore parking along the stretch is limited,
however residents parking is located on Mowbray Road and residents living
in the proposed school street would still have access as it's within the same

exemption area.

The provision of a School Street would have reduced the high volumes of
traffic on Mapesbury Road, between Willesden Lane and Shoot Up Hill,
during the operational hours. This would have subsequently improved
road safety for all road users.

Collision Data Review

MP Smarter Travel reported that no PI collisions were recorded within 100m
of NWLJDS within the past 5 years. However, in 2021 two driver related
collisions were reported at the junction of Willesden Lane and Mapesbury
Road both sustaining slight injuries.



3.8 Automated Traffic Count Review
3.8.1 MP Smarter Travel surveyed and reviewed Automatic Traffic Counts for the
proposed school streets at NWLJDS. The locations are listed below:
o ATC N1: Chatsworth Road
o ATC N2: Coverdale Road
o ATC N3: Mapesbury Road
o ATC N4: Mapesbury Road
o ATC N5: Mowbray Road
o ATC N6: Willesden Lane
o ATC N7: Christchurch Avenue
o ATC N8: Chatsworth Road
o ATC N9: Christchurch Avenue
o ATC N10: Cavendish Road
o Figure 2 ATC Locations (School Street Area- NWLJDS)
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3.8.2 This section provides an overview of traffic conditions in the vicinity of the

proposed School Street location, based on data collected from Automated
Traffic Counts (ATCs). The information has been used to understand
typical motor vehicle activity during weekdays, particularly during school
operating hours. The analysis supports an assessment of congestion
levels, road safety considerations, and general traffic patterns in the area.
The data informed initial consideration of the potential for traffic
displacement that could arise from the introduction of a School Street
scheme. Table 1 highlights average weekday volumes during operational
school street hours between 8:15-9:15am and 2:30-4:00pm across all ATC
sites. Three ATC sites were analysed in greater detail due to being the
proposed area for the school street, these were Site N3, N4 and N5.



Overall, traffic volumes are generally higher during the PM period compared
to the AM period. The highest levels of vehicular activity are recorded on
Mapesbury Road (Sites N3 and N4) and Willesden Lane (Site N6), where
flows exceed those observed on surrounding residential streets by a
considerable margin. Lower traffic volumes are observed on roads such as
Chatsworth Road and Mowbray Road, which experience comparatively
lighter levels of motor vehicle movement during both time periods. This
distribution highlights the presence of key through-routes carrying higher
volumes of traffic alongside quieter residential streets within the study area.

Sites N3, N4 and N5 all record consistently high traffic during school travel
periods; with high morning peaks and strong afternoon rise that coincide
with pupil arrival and departure times. Volumes are significantly higher than
those observed around other Brent schools, particularly on Mapesbury
Road (N3), which shows the highest flows, and on Mowbray Road (N4 and
NS5), where sharp peaks align directly with pick up and drop off windows.
These patterns indicate heavy non-related school through traffic at precisely
the times children are travelling.

Considering the high volumes of traffic seen on Mapesbury Road, greater
consideration and further studies would need to be carried out to ensure
that surrounding rounds would be able to take the additional traffic that
would be displaced from Mapesbury Road.

Vehicles per hour during School Street operating
hours on average weekday

Site AM (08:15-09:15) PM (14:30-16:00)
N1 - Chatsworth Road

N2 - Coverdale Road

N3 - Mapesbury Road

N4 - Mapesbury Road

N5 - Mowbray Road

N6 - A4003 Willesden Lane
N7 - Christchurch Avenue
N8 - Chatsworth Road

N9 - Christchurch Avenue

N10 - Cavendish Road

Table 1- Traffic Volumes during proposed morning and afternoon School
Street operations times

4 Proposed Local Road Safety Improvements

4.1 Considering the recommendations from the consultants, input received from
the schools along with observed traffic patterns, a school street zone was
identified to enhance road safety and improve air quality around the school.

4.2 The proposed scheme consulted on is shown graphically in Appendix A and
includes the following provisions:
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The consultation was run for the Introduction of a pedestrian, cycle-only
zone (school street) during pick-up and drop-off times in the morning and
afternoon. This restriction would operate Monday to Friday (term-time
only) from 8:15 am-9:15 am and 2:30- 4 pm. Exempt vehicles will be able
to access the street during the closure times, but all other vehicles will be
prohibited. This would improve road safety by reducing the volume of cars
and improving visibility for all road users.

CONSULTATIONS AND RESULTS
Consultation Procedure
Public consultation was carried out in February 2026 for 21 days.

A consultation letter, questionnaire and plans showing the proposals were
distributed to 290 addresses within the area, see Appendix A.

The consultation documents were also emailed and posted to the local ward
Councillors, interested groups and statutory authorities including the
emergency services.

In addition to the public consultation the Council also held a drop-in session
at Christ Church with St Laurence church hall on the 13 March 2026 between
4 and 6pm. This provided an opportunity for interested parties to ask questions
relating the proposals.

CONSULTATION AND RESULTS

Consultation Procedure

Table 3 shows the number and percentage of questionnaire responses
received from the consultation and Table 4 shows the numbers and
percentage of respondents who are supportive of or objected to the
proposed measures.

Number Number
Questionnaires Sent 290 100%
Out
Questionnaires 53 18%
Returned

Table 3 — Questionnaire Response Rate

Q1) Overall, do you support the proposals highlighted in the drawing leaflet titled
Overview?
Percentage

24 45%

No 27 51%

1 have no opinion [P 4%

Table 4 — Responses to the consultation questionnaire.
6
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In Table 2, it is indicated that a total of 53 questionnaires were returned,
representing a response rate of 18%. This response rate is higher than
those observed in other consultations conducted by the Healthy Streets and
Parking Services.

The results of the questionnaire indicated that 45% were supportive of the
proposals, 51% objected and 4% had no opinion.

Given the information provided, there was a close split between those that
objected and those that were in support of the school street, with a slight
majority opting against a school street.

Section 7 below considers comments, and objections received in more
detail.

CONSULTATION RESPONSE SUMMARY/ MITIGATION

This section has summarised all the responses received during the
consultation period.

Councillor Hack responded to the consultation with the following,

| believe it’'s important to be open and transparent about where we stand
as elected representatives.

| care deeply about air quality and the climate — | use public transport
myself and understand the importance of reducing emissions.

However, as it stands, | do not support this scheme for the reasons
outlined below.

| also spoke to one of the school governors, who made clear that it’s
misleading to suggest the school is fully in favour, as the consultation
implies.

My concern is that the scheme risks displacing traffic onto neighbouring
roads, leading to increased congestion and more idling — which would
undermine the very air quality improvements it seeks to achieve.

The consultation also fails to properly account for the fact that this is a
faith school, with many pupils travelling from further afield. Not every
school — and not every road — is the same. A blanket, one-size-fits-all
approach is not appropriate here.

There is clearly an issue around traffic flow, but that should be addressed
through a proper review of parking restrictions and traffic management,
rather than this proposal

Please register my "NO" rejection letter as one of the local councillors.

NWLJDS responded with the following.

After careful consideration and extensive discussions with parents,
governors, and members of our school community, we would like to
formally express our opposition to the proposed scheme.

While we recognise the positive intentions behind School Streets
initiatives, we have several significant concerns specific to our school and
its community.



Many of our families rely on car travel due to distance, work schedules,
and the practicalities associated with larger families. Restricting vehicle
access during key times would create considerable difficulties, particularly
for parents managing multiple drop-offs, younger siblings.

We are also concerned about the potential displacement of traffic onto
neighbouring streets. Rather than improving safety, this may increase
congestion and associated risks in surrounding areas where pupils and
families continue to walk.

Accessibility remains a major issue. Several of our families include elderly
relatives or individuals with mobility challenges who require closer vehicle
access. The scheme may inadvertently disadvantage these members of
our community.

Safeguarding and security considerations are also central to our decision.
Given the specific context of a Jewish school, we must carefully assess
any measures that alter established routines or change the dynamics
around the school entrance.

In addition, we would strongly emphasise factors that are faith-related and
integral to the operation of our school. As a minority faith school, we serve
a wider catchment area than many local schools, which naturally
increases reliance on car travel. Cultural and religious observance also
shapes the structure of our school day, including variable finish times and
scheduling considerations that do not always align with standard models.
Furthermore, we must be mindful of the potential impact on neighbourly
relations, particularly where parking pressures and traffic displacement
may affect the surrounding community. These factors collectively present
challenges that are unique to our context.

We fully support efforts to improve road safety and encourage active
travel. However, we believe that alternative measures — such as
enhanced crossing facilities, traffic calming, or targeted enforcement —
would better serve our community without creating the difficulties outlined
above.

We appreciate the continued dialogue and would welcome further
discussions to explore more suitable solutions.
Thank you for your consideration.

Two residents also responded via email to the consultation; their
responses have been included below.

Resident 1

| live adjacent to the proposed new school street for the North London
Jewish school. However, | am outside the consultation zone. | have
submitted a response to the survey but in case it won’t be considered, I'd
like to raise my concerns with you directly.

Before | do so, I'd like you to note that the size of the consultation zone
seems disingenuously small. It extends to only the residents within the
closed streets zone, who will have an exemption to continue using the
roads, and does not include those on the bordering streets where traffic

8



will be displaced onto. In that way, we will be more affected, and it is
essential that our views are considered.

| do not believe that the proposal will achieve its stated aim of promoting
greener travel.

I've checked the admissions policy for the NWLJS and priority is given to
practising Jewish students, i.e. it's not based on distance from the school,
as many other primaries are.

Therefore, the school’s catchment area is likely to be very large (their own
website says it's the school of choice for children from as far as
Hampstead and St John’s Wood). Parents seeking out this specialist
education from far afield and choosing to drive are unlikely to switch to
walking and cycling great distances with children aged under 11. There
are also specific safety concerns for Jewish children that may be
underpinning the choice to drive.

The primary goal of the scheme is to encourage active travel, and | highly
doubt it will achieve that for this cohort of families.

The knock-on effect of traffic jams on neighbouring streets will worsen air
quality, not improve it. People will park their cars on neighbouring streets
and take longer to walk their children to the school. You will have children
crossing more roads at rush hour. The traffic will be displaced onto
Christchurch Avenue and other surrounding streets, increasing, not
easing, congestion and pollution.

If this proposal was for a school with a distance-based admissions policy,
where walking, cycling and scooting short distances with young children
was a viable option, | would support it. | am a cyclist with a toddler in a
car-free household and fully endorse the push to get people out of their
cars.

However, in this context, | do not believe it will persuade significant
numbers of parents out of their cars and will make the air quality worse.
| look forward to hearing your response and thank you in advance for
considering the views of affected residents.

Resident 2

| am writing regarding the above proposal. | have also filled in the online
survey.

However, since | am a resident directly affected by the proposal but
outside the ‘consultation area’ (outlined by the red dashed line on the plan)
| wanted to make sure my opinion was heard, despite not being consulted.

| am all for calming traffic down and encouraging public transport.
However, this proposal seems ill considered, only transferring the problem
to adjacent roads. It also does not take the special situation of this faith
school into consideration since it has a very large catchment area. Those
parents are very unlikely to suddenly use public transport. Further, there is
a security concern for the Jewish children. | believe this proposal is going

9



to frustrate parents, the school and surrounding residents and only benefit
a very small amount of local residents.

At the same time the “consultation” is a farce, since only the residents
inside the red dashed ‘consultation outline’ are being consulted - the only
ones likely to agree. | feel a much better coordinated approach is needed
here, in close collaboration with the school and its particular parent body
as well as wider residents and local stakeholders.

Sadly, I am not confident that residents’ or the school’s voices will be
heard. Instead, | feel the council will do exactly as planned as was the
case with other consultations in the past.

Please consider all the various views submitted and show that Brent
Council can do so much better than just impose from the top down.

Response from other stakeholders in support

A number of comments were also received from local residents and other
stakeholders regarding the proposal. The comments from stakeholders that
supported the scheme are summarised below:

- Strongly support this initiative, it will decrease the level of traffic in
the wider Brondesbury area.

- Very welcome as traffic in the morning on Mowbray Road,
Mapesbury road and Christchurch Avenue is horrendous.

- Absolutely a fantastic idea and extension of existing policy
designed to encourage more walking and less car use. The traffic
build up in the mornings is horrendous.

- | support the proposal and believe it will improve safety and reduce
congestion during school times. As a resident within the zone |
would appreciate clear confirmation that residents and their visitors
will be exempt from penalties.

- | think this is an excellent proposal of benefit to local residents as
well as pupils

- Traffic on Mowbray Road is horrible I’'m the morning. So congested!

- Great idea as traffic has increased a lot.

- There has been congestion problem twice every school day when
parents arrive to drop off and pick up. Some drivers sit in their cars
with motor running and some block resident’s driveways. The
proposed would improve these problems. There may need to be
contingency plans if parents parking is simply displaced to other
nearby streets.

Response from other stakeholders with concerns/ objections
The consultation also yielded several concerns and objection comments
from those consulted. These comments are highlighted below and

encapsulate the primary concerns and suggestions from the residents
regarding the proposed traffic changes.
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As a resident in the proposed School Street area | am concerned
that tradespersons will not be able to reach our house between
8.15am and 9.15am. This is usually the time that anyone doing
work either in the house or garden would arrive - e.g. plumber,
electrician, builders, tree surgeons etc. Some come from a
distance so although they may be aiming to arrive earlier, traffic
could delay them beyond 8.15am. We could not then expect them
to wait for an hour outside the area before driving in. They would
not be able to park outside the area and walk in as they need their
van/equipment to be able to carry out the work. These would not
be deliveries, they would be people coming and working at the
house during the day - in the case of building work for several days
running.

Strongly object as this change will create major difficulties for
residents who need reliable access to their homes at all times.
Introducing this will add unnecessary restrictions and additional
paperwork for residents without addressing any current proven
issue. Adjusting the times of the existing permit parking scheme
would be far more practical solution

This proposal will do nothing to deter parents from driving their kids
to school and will only serve to move the conversation to the lower
part of Mowbray Road and Christchurch Avenue.

Formal objection 1. No demonstrable safety crisis, 2. traffic
displacement will harm surrounding roads, 3. Unrealistic
assumptions about behaviour change, 4. disproportionate impact
on no-exempt residents 5. questionable use of public funds 6.
Environmental claims are not evidenced, 7. Lack of transparency
and evidence, 8. Precedent and cumulative impact, 9. No proven
need for additional intervention, 10. Risk of community division

It is a small school and the proposal is a huge disruption to resident
and people visiting. The school cannot override and cause a
nuisance to daily life when it is a small school (relatively speaking).
| strongly object to the proposal by Brent Council to convert our
streets into School Roads. The change would create major
difficulties for residents who need reliable access to their homes at
all times, including families with young children, elderly residents,
carers, and those with mobility issues.

This proposal seems to close 2 roads that pose no danger to
children. The parents of the school are very considerate when
collecting children and no cause for concern

| oppose the proposed School Road designation by Brent Council
as it represents a one-size-fits-all solution that does not reflect the
| don’t agree that your proposed scheme will make a safer cleaner
environment close to the school or do anything to help climate
emergency. This will simply increase air pollution in other areas
where presumably residents are not being consulted.

| see no benefit to the local area

Please restrict school attendees parking on Mowbray Rd with their
big cars. Create a parking zone off Mowbray Rd

| live in the Tarranbrae building and have kids that need a car to go
to their school this will difficult very much our day to day logistics.

11



7.2

- My main concern is that being a faith school, majority of the children
attending the school are not local. Therefore there will be a lot of
traffic on Christchurch Ave from parents dropping off children and
normal commuter traffic. Also by Mowbray Rd closed to cars school
traffic is more likely to be concentrated on Christchurch Ave.

- Carers and my children dad need to access the area during school
hours to do pick up and drop off. How are they going to be able to
look after my kids if they are not able to collect or drop them off on
my doorstep

- Parents already park on our parking spaces to take children to
school, worried the plans will increase these behaviours. Willesden
Lane is already so busy, noisy and congested. Worried the plans
will force more cars down the road.

- These are main roads and the areas of these main roads are the
heart of transport which will paralyse residents and reduce the
quality of commuting in the neighbourhood.

- | don’t agree as this is a very busy road which will force traffic into
Mapesbury Rd. Many other schools on Saulsbury Rd do not have
this for example Islamia School and others

Officer Response and recommendation

The proposed School Street scheme on Mapesbury Road and Mowbray
Road was subject to consultation, and responses were received from
residents, parents, and stakeholders. While some positive feedback was
provided, the overall consultation outcomes demonstrated insufficient
support to progress the scheme at this time.

The feedback has been carefully reviewed, and the following points set out
the justification for not advancing the School Street proposal. While School
Street schemes are generally supported from a transport planning
perspective due to their well-documented benefits in improving road
safety, air quality, and the pedestrian environment, it is acknowledged that
successful implementation is highly dependent on community and
stakeholder support. In this case, the lack of support from both the school
and most consultees presents a significant barrier.

Lack of support from the school:

Support from the school is a critical requirement for the successful delivery
and ongoing operation of a School Street scheme. In this case, the school
has expressed reservations about the proposal, particularly around
operational impacts, safety and enforcement concerns, and
communication with parents and carers. Without the school’s endorsement
and active involvement, it would not be appropriate to proceed.

Insufficient Community support:
The consultation responses indicated that most residents within the
affected streets were not in favour of the proposed School Street. Key

concerns raised included access restrictions, potential inconvenience
during peak hours, and the perceived impact on daily routines. Given that

12
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residents would be directly affected by the scheme, their lack of support is
considered a significant constraint.

Collision data assessment:

An assessment of recorded personal injury collision data indicates that
there have been no collisions directly related to school travel activity or
pedestrian movements associated with the site. This suggests that there is
no identifiable pattern of safety concerns linked specifically to school-
related traffic at this location.

Existing Highway Safety Measures:

The existing highway environment already incorporates several traffic
calming and pedestrian safety features, including speed cushions and a
raised zebra crossing. These measures contribute to reduced vehicle
speeds and improved pedestrian safety in the vicinity of the school. Speed
survey data indicates an 85th percentile vehicle speed of approximately
22mph, which is considered acceptable for the road environment.
Additionally, the carriageway width is sufficient to accommodate existing
traffic volumes without giving rise to significant operational or capacity
issues.

Conclusion:

For the reasons outlined above, it is considered that the proposed School
Street scheme is not appropriate to progress at this time. It is therefore
recommended that the scheme does not proceed, though the location may
be reconsidered in the future should local circumstances change and
stronger support be demonstrated by the school and wider community.

EQUALITIES ANALYSIS

Appendix B is an Equalities Impact Assessment for the Healthy
Neighbourhood and School Streets schemes.

FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS

This scheme is funded by Transport for London, which has allocated
£104,000 for the 2025/26 financial year. The funding is designated for the
School Streets programme, covering four schools, and includes project
management fees, surveys, feasibility work, and installation.

RECOMMENDATION

After duly considering all the factors set out in this report, it is
recommended that the scheme does not proceed. However, the location
may be reconsidered in the future should local circumstances change and
stronger support be demonstrated by the school and the wider community.

APPENDICES/ ANNEX

Appendix A — Consultation Documents
13



Annex A Equalities Impact Assessment

AGREED / REJECTED-

Signed: st

Date: 8 May 2026

Sandor Fazekas
Head of Healthy Streets and Parking

Local Government Act 1972 — Access to Information
The following items were used in the preparation of the report:

1. Consultation responses and analysis

2. The above documents may be inspected / copied by contacting:
Contact Officer: P Asgari, Principal Engineer, Healthy Streets and Parking,
Telephone: 0208 937 5600

Email: healthystreets&parking@brent.gov.uk
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Appendix A- Consultation Document

February 2026

Morth West London Jewish Day School

Public Consultation
l. Brent Proposed School Street

This document cutlines our proposals for a new School Street Scheme for Modh Wast London
Jewish Day School covening Mapesbury Road (frorm Willesden Lane to Chetsworth Road) and
Mowbray Road (from Mapesbury Rosd to Chrstehurch Avenue), MWE. Please read through
the informetion i this document and then complete and retum the enclosed questionnairs -
postage is free. Altemetiealy this document is slso available for completion online at
Mﬂur_mﬁﬁﬁmﬂmﬂﬂmﬂhﬁmmmlfﬂ"b&
considered. The closing date for the return of the questionnairs s:*

|-}-

Why are we proposing this change?

W2 are proposing the infroduction of 8 School Street Scheme for klodh Wiest | ondon Jewish Day
Schood covering Mapeshury Road (from Willesdsn Lane to Chatsworth Road) and BMowbray Rosd
{fromn Mapesbury Rioed to Chrstchurch Avenue). This is part of Brent Council's brosder initiative to
enhance air quality, promote children’s health, address the climate emergency, and creste & safer
envirenment for children to walk and cycle. The primary goal of this scheme is fo encouwrage and
support the adoption of greener and more active forms of transport.

Im aligrmmient with the Council's commtment to improvemsants arownd schools in the borough, the
implernentation of School Streets is 8 key cormponant of ouwr strategy. These initistives confribute not
only to the immediste safety and well-being of children but also align with our broader cbjectives of
fostering a heslthier and more sustainable cormmunity. Through such measures, we aim to oreate &

positive impact on air gquality, promote physical activity, and improve road safety.
What is a School Street?

A School Street is a road cutside (or very close to) & school where modorised traffic is resticied at
specific imes to make the area safer, quister, and less polluted for children and families.

The scheme will operste Monday to Friday during schaool term time, from 8: 15am to 8:15%am in the
moming and from 22 30pm to 4:00pm in the aftermoon. Schoaol term dates can be found here:

htips:fitwaen brent gov. ukiservices-for-residents’education-and-schoolsferm-dates’

Residents who live within the zone, 2= marked by the red area on the sttached map, along with
emergency vehicles, will be exempt from these restriciions.

The road will ;pemaio acen ta pedesitsos and cycisiz.alal fimes.

The main sim of the scheme is to make the rowte to school safer for pupils by reducing the volume
of cars, lowerning air pollution, and encowraging more walking and cyeling.

The full list of exemptions sre as follows:

Residents that live within the zone

Blue badoe holders that live within the zone
Emergency senices

Dieliveries

Zarers

Licen=ed taxis

School transport & tecd card transport senices
Couwnci operafional vehicles [statutory services)
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Medical sppointment transport
Dial-z-ride

Royal hMail

Medical pradtiioner

Residents and businesses localed outside of the zone, as marked by the red Bne on the attached
map, will not be exempt from the restrictions. Tharsfors they cannot drive through the zone during
the hours of operation, unless one of the stated exemptions applies.

The proposed changes are shown on the attached drawing and are summarised beloa.
Proposed School Street locations (Morth West London Jewish Day School)

- Mapeshbury Road (from Willesden Lane to Chatswaorth Rosd)
- Mowbray Road (from Mapesbury Rload to Chhstchurch Awvenue).

Hours of operation:
Term time only, Monday to Friday

«  Morming: 3:15am — 9:15am
«  Aftermoon: 2:30pm — 4:00pm

The proposal sims to creste & safer and maore pleasant envirenmeant for everyone. The School Street
zone will encourage active travel to and from school, helping children lead healthisr and more active
Irwes.

Im addition, the scheme will discourage unnecessany motor vehicle use, mducing congestion, s
pollution, and carbon emissions, and contributing towsards & cleaner and gresner Brent.

Furthermore, by reducing the numbser of motor wehicles during peak school times, the School Street
zone will improve visibility and enhance owverall road safety for all road users within the area.

What will happen next?

At this stage of the process, we are seeking for your indtial views. | would therefore b= most grateful
if wou would consider the propossls and then compleie and refumn the attached questionnaire to
Brent Council using the freepost facilty by MOOO0OUOOOR00L

A drop-in session will be held at Christ Church Brondesbury, in the church hall on Thursday
26th February 2026, between 4pm and 6pm. Residents are welcome to attend and ask any
questions they may have. Christ Church, Erondesbury, Willesden Lane London NWe 7B.J

The results of this consultation will then be used to decide on whether to implement the proposals
in the area and you will be notified of the cutcome in due course

Please see the back of this document for further details on how fo respond to this consultstion.

Sandor Fazekas — Head of Healthy Streets and Parking

16




We are o n-I-+ting residents/businesses in the area within the marked red broken line

Your views are important to us

Jnhy the gquestionnaire issued by the
Zopunici should be usad to respond
1o this consultation and ne
photocopies wil be considered.
Altsrmatively this documeant is
also available for completion
online at
https:thaveyoursay. brent gow. uk
responses from within the
consultstion area only will be
considered.

Flease compleie the enclosed
questionnaire and refurn it in
the Freepost envelope
provided fo:

London Borough of Brent
Highnwey and Infrastructure
5" Floor. Civic Centre
Enginesrs Way
Wiembley, Middlese:x
Hag OFJ

All propemies within the
consuliation area are shown

on the abows plan. Locsl
groups, Sistutory
Autharities, the Emergency
Sanices and Ward
Councilors are also being
consulied.

Your response is protected as required by the Data Protection Act and will not be identifiad.
If you would like further information, then please contact:

Principal Engineer
Project Development

London Borough of Bremt

Brent Buikding a better baraugh

Highwsays and Infrastructure

Padideh Asgari Paulette Weekes
highwaysconsultifbrent gov.uk highwaysconsultifbrent gowv.uk

Consultation Officer
Project Development

Highways and Infrastructure
London Borough of Brent
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