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1.0 PURPOSE OF REPORT 

  
1.1 This report summarises the outcome of public consultation for the proposed 

introduction of a controlled parking zone (CPZ) and 20mph speed limit in Central 
and District Roads, Sudbury. The scheme has been developed with the local ward 
councillors following complaints from local residents regarding parking and traffic 
problems in the area.   
 

1.2 The Head of Highways and Infrastructure is recommended to proceed with the 
implementation of the 20mph speed limit in Central and District Roads and 
withdraw the CPZ proposals for the area.  

 
2.0 BACKGROUND AND DEVELOPMENT  

 
2.1 Central and District Roads are mainly residential streets located close to parade 

of shops in Harrow Road. They are also located between Sudbury Station 
underground and Sudbury & Harrow Road over ground station. 
 

2.2 For some years now, residents of Central and Districts roads complained to ward 
councillors and council officers about lack of parking and speeding in the area.  
 

2.3 Following discussions with ward councillors, public consultation was carried out 
in October / November 2021 on proposals to introduce controlled parking and 
20mph speed limit in the area shown below.  
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     Plan showing consulted area. Source; Google maps 

 
2.4 The objectives of the proposals were to reduce vehicle speeding and to remove 

long stay commuter parking from the area.  
 
3.0 CONSULTATION RESULTS 
 

3.1 Consultation Procedure 

 
3.1.1 Public consultation was carried out in October and November 2021. Consultation 

documents and questionnaires were sent by Royal Mail. They were distributed to 
289 residents and businesses of the area. They were also posted to the local 
ward Councillors, interested groups and statutory authorities including the 
emergency services. A copy of the consultation document is included in 
Appendix A. 
 

3.2 Consultation Results  
 
3.2.1 The overall summary of the consultation shows that a total of 109 individual 

responses were received out of 289 sent, a rate of return (38%) which is 
considered above an average for an exercise of this type. 
 

3.2.2 Street by street analysis of the returned questionnaires is shown in Appendix B 
and the overall results to the questions are shown in the tables below. 
 
 

Question 1 Yes No No 
opinion 

Do you have parking problems? 79 22 6 

Percentage 72% 20% 5% 

Table 1 – Question 1 in the questionnaire 

 

Question 2 Yes No No 
opinion 

Are you in favour of CPZ for your street?  35 74 - 

Percentage 32% 68% - 
Table 2 – Question 2 in the questionnaire 
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Question 3 

Q3 If you answered yes to question 2 - which CPZ would you like to join? 

Zone ST   ( 8am-6.30pm, Monday – Saturday) 28 (80%) 

Zone SA  (10am-3pm, Monday – Friday) 7 (20%) 
    Table 3 – Question 3 in the questionnaire 

 
 
 
 
 
 

         Table 4 – Question 4 in the questionnaire 
 

3.2.3 In summary the results showed that; 
 

 72% have parking problems in their street. 

 35% were in favour of a CPZ. 

 80% of those who responded in favour of the CPZ were in favour of joining CPZ ST. 

 83% were in favour of the introduction of 20mph speed limit. 

         
 3.3 Responses from Statutory Consultees  

 
3.3.1 A copy of the consultation was sent to all the three Sudbury ward councillors. 

They all supported the proposals. 
 
3.3.2 No comments were received from other statutory consultees. 
 
3.4 Comments from consultees 
 
3.4.1 A petition mainly objecting to CPZ proposals was received from Sudbury Town 

Resident Association (STRA). 
 

3.4.2 The petition contained more than 50 verified signatures and says; 

 We DON’T need a CPZ and we need the Station car park. Commuters 
use Sudbury Town Station car park and via our neighbourhood group 
residents work together in harmony for our parking needs. 

 Remove or review CPZ for residents on Fishers Way and Williams Way as 
they overspill onto our roads. This will solve all problems. 

 Grant dropped kerbs to homeowners of Central and District roads as 
requested of our ward councillors for 4 years. 

 
3.4.3 A number of other comments were also received from local residents and 

businesses regarding the proposal. Below is a summary of their comments; 
 

Road 
Name 

Comments 

Central Road  CPZ timings are all wrong won’t work. 

 We having parking problems after 06:00PM as from the all residential 
from flats near Tesco, coming to our street and parking their cars on 
the street. 

Question 4    
Do you agree with the proposed 20MPH speed limit?           

YES NO NO 
OPINION 

 91 13 4 

Percentage 83% 12% 4% 



Page 4  
 

 I don’t like CPZ on my road. 

 It would be nice to be able to park outside one’s house and not have 
to park on other streets. 

 It is disgusting that after all these years you have now decided to 
consider this. Why now? 

 If the parking situation was fixed for the people in the flats taking our 
space - we don’t need the unnecessary expense of CPZ. 

 The timings will not work as above, the issues and problems we have 
are flat residents nearby who own cars but are not meant to as their 
flat does not give parking spaces. 

 Central and District Road are used by the wider population of the 
Sudbury area. 

 Drivers park on pavements in Central Rd more respect needs to be 
shown for pedestrians in the area. 

 I do not think that a CPZ would be a good idea, this would not work for 
us. 

 We have parking problems on Sundays as well, need to include 
Sundays and long hours up to midnight. 

 I am not in favour of CPZ in Central Rd but if Council consider to go 
ahead with CPZ, I would like SA CPZ 10 to 3pm. 

 There is not enough bays to accommodate the amount of cars on this 
road so CPZ would not work. 

 Parking issues are mainly in the evenings running into the night, 7 
days a week.  A lot of cars are parked that don’t belong to residents of 
the street 

 Parking problems here are mainly due to the flats on Fisher and 
Williams Way, when they come to our roads to park. 

 I am not in favour of CPZ on my street, the problem is mainly in the 
evenings. 

 There are no problems with parking on this street or speeding. We 
don’t require a CPZ as permits area already in place. 

 There are many people coming from other estate near us parking on 
our street claiming they have road tax and can park on our street. 

 It is hard for me to find parking place as some neighbours have 2 or 3 
cars and they leave their drive way empty which is not fair 

 The parking problems in the area is created by Brent Council as they 
have approved development nearby without adequate parking 
facilities. 

 Parking is more of an issue in the evening when residents from 
Barham Park estate park.  

 The car owners living in Council flat at the back of our houses park 
their cars in our roads. Please stop the doing so. Thanks. 

 Drivers too fast. 

 Central Road do not have a problem with parking. 

 The proposed CPZ times would not help alleviate our problems. We 
have parking issues from 5pm to 8am as residents from the flats 
choose to park on our roads overnight. 

 

District Road 
Road 

 When people have parties, friends double park in the road. We need 
double yellow lines o/s my house. 

 I feel a reduction of the posted speed limit still will not prevent the 
constant road rage on District Rd. 

 No need for 20mph speed and CPZ, we never had any problems with 
parking. 

 As a resident, I have had to pay parking fines 3 times this year due to 
unavailability of parking spaces. 
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 Parking issue is being created by council itself by allowing new 
development without paring in new development. 

 If council will give drop kerb to residents so parking problem will be 
solved. Maybank Ave and Fernbank Ave residents have dropped 
kerbs permitted. 

 SAY NO TO CPZ 
 

 Parking problem is only in evenings when the Fisher Way and 
Williams Way residents park their vehicles on Central and District Rd. 

 Remove the CPZ on Williams Way and Fishers Way and this will solve 
all the parking problem on District and Central Rd. 

 Our parking problem can be resolved by you reviewing the CPZ on 
Fisher way & Williams Way. We do not agree to a CPZ on Central & 
District Rd. 

 We don’t want CPZ. We have informed councillors that we do not 
want CPZ on our roads. 

 Always have parking problems due to the flats resident parking their 
vehicles in our roads due to restrictions in their roads. 

 Leave District Rd and Central Rd as they are, stop wasting time and 
money. 

 I do not support this proposal and strongly object it. 

 People use this road for commercial use of which it is not fair. 

 I am not against the CPZ on District road as long as it benefits me.  

 Should be in the night if possible. 

 CPZ is not an answer to parking problems if council is serious about 
resolving issue of parking than fisher way's parking restrictions should 
be lifted problem will be solved automatically. 

 Remove CPZ from Fishers Way & Williams Way. 

 I object to CPZ on Central Road and District Road as the parking 
issue is worst at night when people from nearby streets come and 
park in District and Central Road. 

 I would like Brent Council to prove how they believe CPZ will resolve 
the continuous parking issues faced on District Road. 

Table 5 – summary of comments 
 

Issues and concerns raised by residents  
 

3.4.4  From review of the feedback received to the public consultation and the petition 
the main issues and concerns are; 

 

 Majority of responses indicate that residents do not support CPZ 
proposals for the area. 

 Residents want the existing parking restrictions in the nearby Fishers Way 
and Williams Way be removed. They say the parking restriction in these 
roads are overspilling parking to Central and District roads. 

 Residents of Central and District roads be granted dropped kerbs.  
 

Officers responses and recommendations 
 

3.4.5  Officers responses and recommendations to the above concerns are; 
 

 Based on the strong objections received, officers recommend that the 
CPZ proposals are withdrawn at this stage and considered if requests for 
them are demonstrated from local residents and businesses in the future. 
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 The parking restriction in Fishers Way and Williams Way was introduced 
following successful consultations with the local residents and businesses 
in the area.  The council has not received major complaints or petitions 
from these streets and as such removing the parking restrictions from 
Fishers Way and Williams Way will not be considered at this stage. 
 

 Dropped kerbs are not granted automatically to properties. Applications for 
vehicle crossings have to be made first and must meet the requirements 
of the current policy to be approved and move to the next stage of the 
process. The link to our webpage below provides detail of the current 
policy. https://www.brent.gov.uk/services-for-residents/parking/other-
parking-services/vehicle-crossings-and-dropped-kerbs/  
 

EQUALITIES ANALYSIS   
  

3.5 Out of 109 questionnaires returned, approximately 77 respondents had 
completed the equality monitoring questionnaire.  The total number for each 
question may not be the same as the total responded because some 
respondents have not answered every question. A breakdown of the equality 
data is shown below along with a commentary on any significant variations to the 
average demographic profiles for Sudbury ward. 
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Table 6 – Responses to “What is your ethnic group?” 
 

Do you consider 

yourself to have a 

disability? 

 

Gender 

 

Sexual Orientation 

 

Yes 

 

No 

 

Prefer  

not to 

say 

 

Male 

 

Female 

 

Preferred 

not to 

say 

 

Heterosexual 

 

Gay 

 

Bisexual 

 

Other or 

prefer  not 

to say or 

11 61 5 47 28 3 55 - 5 15 

Table 7 – Responses to “Do you consider yourself to have a disability?”, “What is your gender?” and 
“What is your sexual orientation?”  

 
 
 
 

 

https://www.brent.gov.uk/services-for-residents/parking/other-parking-services/vehicle-crossings-and-dropped-kerbs/
https://www.brent.gov.uk/services-for-residents/parking/other-parking-services/vehicle-crossings-and-dropped-kerbs/
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Table 8 – Reponses to “What is your religion?” 

 
Age group 

16-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65-74 75+ Prefer not to Say 

- 3 13 13 17 30 - 3 

Table 9 – Responses to which age group do you belong?”   

 
4.2  Project Equalities Analysis 
 

Protected 
Characteristic 
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Comments 
Mitigation if 
required 

Age  X  
No reason to believe this group will be 
disproportionally affected 

 N/A 

Disability  X  
No reason to believe this group will be 
disproportionally affected 

N/A 

Gender 
reassignment 

 X  
No reason to believe this group will be 
disproportionally affected 

N/A 

Pregnancy and 
maternity 

 X  
No reason to believe this group will be 
disproportionally affected 

N/A 

Race  X  
No reason to believe this group will be 
disproportionally affected 

N/A 

Religion or belief  X  
No reason to believe this group will be 
disproportionally affected 

N/A 

Sex  X  
No reason to believe this group will be 
disproportionally affected 

N/A 

Sexual orientation  X  
No reason to believe this group will be 
disproportionally affected 

N/A 

Table 10 – Project Equality Analysis 

 
4.3  The equality analysis above does not affect adversely on any of the protected 

groups. 
 
4.0 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS   
 
4.1 The implementation of the 20mph speed limit which includes line marking, 

making and installing new signs is estimated to cost about 5K and this will be 
funded from an existing line and signing LIP allocations. 
  

5.0 RECOMMENDATION  
 
5.1 The Head of Highways and Infrastructure is therefore recommended to approve 

the introduction of 20mph speed limit in Central Road and District Road subject 
to the advertising of the relevant Traffic Management Orders (TMO) necessary to 
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implement the proposals. It is also recommended that the CPZ proposals for the 
area be withdrawn due to the strong objections received. 

 
6.0 APPENDICIES  
 
Appendix A – Consultation document and questionnaire 
Appendix B – Street by street analysis 
 
____________________________________________________________________ 
 
Local Government Act 1972 – Access to Information 

 
             The following items were used in the preparation of the report: 
 

 Consultation responses and analysis 
 
The above documents may be inspected / copied by contacting: 
Contact Officer: Solomon Nere, 
Highway and Infrastructure 
Telephone: 0208 937 5600 
Email: transportation@Brent.gov.uk 
____________________________________________________________________ 
 
AGREED / REJECTED 
 

Signed:   
 
Date: 04 January 2022 
 
Tony Kennedy 
HEAD OF HIGHWAYS AND INFRASTRUCTURE 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



Page 9  
 

 
 

Appendix A 
 

Consultation documents 
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Appendix A – contin. 
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Appendix A – contin. 
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Appendix A – contin. 
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Appendix B 

 
Street by street analysis 

 
 

Question 1. Do you have parking problems in your street? 
 

Road Name Questionnaires Questionnaires Percentage Question 1 Question 1 Question 1 Percentage Percentage Percentage 

delivered returned Response Yes No No Opinion Yes No No Opinion

Central Road 140 51 36 38 9 4 74 18 8

District Road 149 58 39 41 13 2 71 22 3

289 109 38 79 22 6 72 20 5  
 

Question 2. Are you in favour of a CPZ for your street? 
 

Road Name Questionnaires Questionnaires Percentage Question 2 Question 2 Percentage Percentage 

delivered returned Response Yes No Yes No

Central Road 140 51 36 18 33 35 65

District Road 149 58 39 17 41 29 71

289 109 38 35 74 32 68  
 

Question 3. If you answered yes to question 2, which CPZ would you like to join?  
 

Road Name Questionnaires Questionnaires Percentage Question 3 Question 3 Percentage Percentage 

delivered returned Response ST CPZ SA CPZ ST CPZ SA CPZ

Central Road 140 51 36 16 2 89 11

District Road 149 58 39 12 5 67 28

289 109 38 28 7 80 20  
 

Question 4. Do you agree with the 20mph speed limit proposals? 
 

Road Name Questionnaires Questionnaires Percentage Question 4 Question 4 Question 14 Percentage Percentage Percentage 

delivered returned Response Yes No No Opinion Yes No No Opinion

Central Road 140 51 36 42 6 3 82 12 6

District Road 149 58 39 49 7 1 84 12 2

289 109 38 91 13 4 83 12 4  
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