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1.0 PURPOSE OF REPORT  

 
1.1 This report summarises the outcome of the public consultation for the provision of a 

school safety scheme near Wembley Primary School in East Lane and Blenheim 
Gardens, HA9.  
 

1.2 The report seeks approval to progress with implementation of the following 
proposals:  
 

 Introduce ‘At any time’ Loading restrictions at the junction of Blenheim Gardens 
and East Lane. Prohibiting vehicles to park or even stop to set down passengers. 
The markings will improve vehicle sight lines around the junctions. As detailed in 
appendix A, Part 1.   

 Introduce Yellow Box Junction on East Lane junction to Blenheim Gardens, as 
detailed in appendix A, Part 2. This prevents obstruction at the junction and 
improving visibility for all road users.  

 Introduce a Pedestrian and Cycle Zone on Blenheim Gardens, HA9. Improving 
road safety by reducing the volume of cars and improving visibility for all road users, 
as detailed in appendix A, Part 3. The Pedestrian and Cycle Zone is proposed as a 
trial and will be subject to a review to see if this should become a permanent 
arrangement. 
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1.3 Also, the progression of the Traffic Management Orders necessary to implement the 
proposed experimental traffic order for term-time restriction of motorised traffic on 
Blenheim Gardens, HA9. The scheme will operate from Monday to Friday from 8:15am to 
9:15am in the morning and in the afternoon from 2:30pm to 4:30pm. 
 

1.4 In addition, the Traffic Management Orders necessary to implement ‘At any time’ Loading 
restrictions at the junction of Blenheim Gardens and East Lane. 
 

 
2.0 BACKGROUND  
 

2.1 In September 2020, the council introduced 30 pilot School Street pedestrian and 
cycle zone schemes near schools. Following a recent review of the pilot schemes 
26 are now permanent.   

 
2.2 A school street (pedestrian and cycle zone) is a timed road closure that prevents 

parents from driving in the zone during school drop off and pick up times. Barriers 
and/or cones are placed across the road and signs displaying the times of operation 
are installed. Some exemptions apply which include residents and blue badge 
holders living within the zone, emergency services, deliveries, visitors and taxis.  

 
 They offer the following positive benefits;  
 

 Provide a safer, quieter and more pleasant environment outside of schools, with a 
significantly lower risk of traffic accidents, ensuring the safety and comfort of 
children arriving at and leaving school.  

 Encouraging active travel as a way of getting to and from school, helping to 
promote healthier lifestyles, reduce childhood obesity and promoting sustainable 
travel.  

 Reduced air pollution through a reduction of through traffic, school traffic, engine 
idling and a shift towards more sustainable transport modes.  

 An increased awareness of the benefits of active travel and air quality on health and 
wellbeing.  

 
2.3  Wembley Primary School is a larger than average sized primary school, attended 

by over 800 pupils between the ages of 3 and 11 years old. 
 
2.4 Wembley Primary School has an entrance on East Lane. East Lane is a classified 

Principal ‘A’ road and serves buses 245 and 483. It also connects North Wembley 
to Wembley Park and is typically congested during peak hours.  

 
2.5 The Council has received a number of complaints and a petition from local 

residents regarding obstructive parking and congestion during school “drop off” and 
“pick up” times on Blenheim Gardens in particular near the junction with East Lane.  

 
2.6  A petition was received by the Council in February 2022 with 61 signatures 

requesting a school street. On the 15th March 2022 Council Officers, Ward 
Councillors and the Leader of the Council met with local residents and a School 
representative to discuss the issues.  

 
2.7  In collaboration with the ward councillors, Wembley Primary School and local 

residents further mitigation measures have been identified to improve road safety 
on East Lane and Blenheim Gardens, HA9.  
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2.8 Subsequently, the proposed scheme recommended in this report was developed to      

improve road safety for all road users. 
 
3.0 Project Development 
 
3.1 Site Visits  
 
3.2 Site visits were undertaken in February and March 2022 to collect highways inventory 

data and observe the behaviour of vehicle traffic, pedestrians and cyclists using local 
roads.   

 
3.3 During the site visit the locations of existing crossing points, trees, lamp columns, 

utility apparatus and existing parking restrictions were recorded. 
 
3.4  It was noted that East Lane had some existing road safety features in the form of 

advance warning signage, ‘School Keep Clear’ markings, a zebra crossing, bollards, 
guard railings and waiting and loading restrictions. 

 
3.5 It was also noted that during school pick up and drop off times, vehicles would park on 

waiting restrictions causing road safety concerns on the junction of Blenheim Gardens 
and East Lane and also causing traffic congestion and poor visibility.   

 
 
4 Personal Injury Accident Data 
 
4.1 Personal injury accident data for the study area has been sourced from the 

Metropolitan Police for the recommended 3-year period (2019-2021). 
 
4.2 The accident data shows that there were a total of one personal injury accidents 

recorded over a period of three years ending July 2021. This accident involved a 
total of two casualties, both causalities where vehicles passengers. 

 
4.3 The accident casualties were classified as slight in severity. No fatalities were 

recorded.  
 
4.4  The accidents appeared in daylight at 11:30am. No further information was 

provided.  
 
4.5 The accidents are reported to have occurred at the junction of East Lane and 

Blenheim Gardens. 
 
5.0 Turning Counts and Vehicle Movements 
 
5.1 Traffic counts and movement surveys were also completed in April 2022. The 

surveys showed on average a 130 vehicles daily that turn into Blenheim Gardens 
during school peak hours between the hours of 8:15am to 9:15am and 14:30 to 
16:30pm.  
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6 Proposed Local Road Safety Improvements 
 
6.1 Taking into account information collected from site visits, personal injury accident 

data and the traffic using the roads, further mitigation measures were identified to 
improve road safety on Blenheim Gardens and at the junction of East Lane.    

 
6.2 The proposed scheme is shown graphically in Appendix A and includes the 

following provisions:  
 

 Introduce a Pedestrian and Cycle Zone on Blenheim Gardens, HA9. Improving 
road safety by reducing the volume of cars and improving visibility for all road users. 
The pedestrian, cycle zone is marked as purple on the attached drawing marked as 
proposal plan, part 3, Appendix A. The Pedestrian and Cycle Zone is proposed as a 
trial and will be subject to a review to see if this should become a permanent 
arrangement. 

 
- Exemption for residents and blue badge holders that live within the zone and 

emergency vehicles including pedestrian and cyclist exemptions.  
 
- Exemption for visitors to residents in the zone under any usual permitting schemes 

for School Streets, as approved by councils Cabinet. This includes; 
 

- Exemptions for healthcare workers.  
 
- Exemptions for goods and services vehicles providing services to 

residents/businesses within the zone including taxis.  
 
- Exemptions for wardens and parking enforcement 

 

 Introduce ‘At any time’ Loading restrictions at the junction of Blenheim Gardens 
and East Lane. By prohibiting vehicles from waiting and loading, there will not be a 
10 minute observation period before issuing a penalty charge notice (PCN) enabling 
more effective enforcement. The markings will improve vehicle sight lines around 
the junctions. The extent of the proposal is marked on Proposed plan Part 1, 
Appendix A, in the attached drawing.   

 

 Introduce Yellow Box Junction on East Lane junction to Blenheim Gardens. The 
proposal is marked on the attached drawing as Part 2, Appendix A. This prevents 
obstruction at the junction and improving visibility for all road users.  
 

6.3.1 The restriction will improve road safety for all road users by reducing vehicle 
movements and obstruction at the junction of East Lane and Blenheim Gardens. 
This will improve visibility, and therefore the likelihood of any accidents arising.    

 
6.0       CONSULTATION AND RESULTS  

 
6.1 Consultation Procedure 
 
7.2     Public consultation was carried out in June-July 2022 for 21 days.  

 
6.2 A consultation letter, questionnaire and plans showing the proposals were distributed 

to 74 addresses within the area.  



5 
 

 
6.3 The consultation documents were also emailed and posted to the local ward 

Councillors, interested groups and statutory authorities including the emergency 
services. 

 
6.4 Copies of the documents sent out are included in Appendix A. 

 
 

7.0 Consultation Results  
 

7.1.1 Table 1 shows the number and percentage of questionnaire responses received 
from the consultation and Table 1 shows the numbers and percentage of 
respondents who are supportive of or objected to the proposed measures. 

 

 
Number Percentage 

Questionnaires Sent Out 74 100 

Questionnaires Returned 43 58% 

 
  Table 1 – Questionnaire Response Rate 

 

1-  Do you agree with the proposed ‘At any time’ loading restrictions, as indicated 
on the attached plan as part 1? 

 

Yes 39 91% 

No 4 9% 

No Opinion 0 0% 

 

2- Do you agree with the proposed Yellow Box Junction, as indicated on the 
attached plan as part 2? 

 

Yes 40 93% 

No 3 7% 

No Opinion 0 0% 

 

3- Do you agree with the proposed Pedestrian and Cycle Zone, as indicated on 
the attached plan as part 3? 

 

Yes 40 93% 

No 2 5% 

No Opinion 1 2% 

 
 

Table 2 – Responses to consultation questionnaire.  
 
8.2    Table 1 shows that a total of 43 questionnaires were returned which represented a 

response rate of 58%. This is above the average compared to a 10% average 
responses to similar consultations by the Healthy Streets and Parking services.  
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8.3 The results of the questionnaire indicated that: 
 

 On average 90% were supportive of the proposals, 7% objected. 
 

8.4 This shows that the majority of the respondents supported the overall scheme.  
 
8.5 Section 9 below, considers comments, and objections received in more detail. 

 
 

9 CONSULTATION RESPONSE SUMMARY/ MITIGATION  
 

9.1 Response from other groups 
 

Metropolitan Police: Suggests that turning left from Blenheim Road drivers should 
be able to see if the box junction is clear? Are the LBB going to enforce this by 
camera? 
 
Officer Comment: The intention is for the Council to enforce the box junction with a 

camera. This will ensure the junction is kept clear and clear visibility is obtained for 

all road users.  

Ward Councillors- No responses received by ward councillors.  

London Ambulance Service – have no opinion on the proposals. 
 
Black Disabled Peoples Association – agreed with question 1 but no response 
for the remaining questions. 
 
Preston Library – agreed with all of the proposals. 

 
9.2 Response from other stakeholders  
 
9.3   A number of comments were also received from local residents and other    

stakeholders regarding the proposal. The most frequently received comments are 
summarised in this section.   

 
9.4 The consultation resulted in a number of positive comments from the local 

residents. These include:  
 

 Safe, legal and convenient all round (parents and residents); 

 Long overdue and we are pleased that something will finally be done; 

 Incredibility pleased for the new proposals to go ahead;  

 The improvements will ensure the safety and protection of children  

 Best thing to do; 

 Camera is essential for effective enforcement.  

 Will this have additional cost to residents? 

 Will make living in Blenheim Gardens more enjoyable 

 Residents should be issued with a link to register vehicles and visitors to be 
exempt.  

 The idea is marvellous- please go ahead.  

 Extension to the waiting restrictions is required on East Lane.  
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9.5.1 Officer Response: All positive responses received are noted. There is no additional 

costs that residents will incur as part of the proposals.  All residents will be provided 
with appropriate information to register their vehicles or exemption including visitor 
vehicles.  

 
 The scheme will be reviewed within 6 months of implementation and should 
amendment be required officers will consider this post the review.  

 
9.6 A letter was submitted with one consultation document return with five signatures 

from four different properties within Blenheim Gardens, objecting to the overall 
scheme. A copy of the letter is below with officer response.  

 
Image 1- Copy of objection letter   

 
 

- Further comment was received objection to the proposal indicating that the 

improvements will push the school traffic on to nearby roads.  

  

Officer Response: The yellow box provides a clear junction for vehicles to turn in 
to Blenheim Gardens but preventing vehicles to stop on the yellow box, therefore 
eliminating any difficulties the residents have highlighted in the letter above. The 
cleared box will improve visibility for all road users, therefore reducing the risk of 
accidents.  
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The proposed pedestrian and cycle zone scheme is operational only Monday to 
Friday 8:15am-9:15am in the morning and in the afternoon from 2:30pm to 4:30pm. 
The main service for the Wembley Park United Reformed Church is on Sundays 
and the restrictions do not effect these services. The site also has provisions for 
cars to pull in and drop off. Residents within the boundary will be exempt from the 
restriction. The scheme aims to encourage other local visitors to change the mode 
transport to walking, cycling or public transport. The potential of modal shift 
outweighs any disadvantage caused by inconvenience.    
 
The proposed ‘at any time’ waiting restrictions are to deter obstructive parking and 
improve visibility and congestion. The scheme should also remove idling vehicles 
from the junction and reduces the exposure to pollutants on pedestrian journeys.  
 
The junction of Blenheim Gardens is very narrow, preventing loading and unloading 
at any times clears the junctions from any obstruction and allows access for 
emergency services, refuge collections and improves visibility.  
 
The suggestion is that the School site is used for dropping off and picking up pupils, 
is a decision for the school. The council is working with schools to support their 
travel plans and reduce the number of local car journeys. The proposed 
improvements are made to improve the highway layout.  
 
The timing of the pedestrian lights have been passed to Transport for London, who 
manage traffic signals across the capital, to investigate and amend, if needed.   
 
Reducing the number of pupils who travel to school by car is one of the main aims 
of the scheme. Drivers will have to park further away from the school gate and walk 
the last stretch, which will reduce the congestion and dangerous manoeuvres 
currently being undertaken near the school and on Blenheim Gardens.  
 
We will monitor the scheme to establish if the problem is moved elsewhere, for 
example if the drop off zone for parents driving simply moves to other roads and 
consider any changes that may be needed.  

 
10.0 EQUALITIES ANALYSIS   

10.1 Out of the 43 questionnaires returned, 33 respondents completed either all or part 
of 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 profile 
for the affected wards.
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Table 3 – 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 

 

Prefer 

not to 

say 

 

Heterosexual 

Bisexual  

prefer  

not to 

say 

3 28 2 18 12 3 27 1 4 

 
Table 4 – Number of Responses to “Do you consider yourself to have a disability?”, “What 
is your gender?” and “What is your sexual orientation?” 
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Table 5 – Number of Reponses to “What is your religion?” 
 

 
 Age group 

Prefer 

not to 

say 

35-44 45-54 55-64 65-74 25-34 

2 3 5 9 5 2 

 

Table 6 – Number of Responses to ‘’which age group do you belong?” 

 
10.2  Table 3 shows that 76% of the respondents have responded to the equalities 

questionnaire. And these are 39% are Asian or Asian British, 3% are Mixed 
Background, 12% Black or Black British, 33% are White or White British, 3% are 
Other Ethnic Background and 9% preferred not to say. This is similar to the overall 
ward profile where 70% of the population of Preston were from Black, Asian and 
minority ethnic backgrounds.  

 
10.3 Table 4 shows that 76% respondents have responded to the gender questionnaire. 

And these are 36% female, 54% male and 9% preferred not to say.  This is similar 
to the ward average of under half of the population of Preston were men. This 
shows that a higher proportion of female residents responded to the consultation 
than average. In relation to disability, 9% considered themselves to have a disability 
and 84% do not consider themselves with any disability, 6% preferred not to say. 
This is broadly similar to the overall ward profile.  
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10.4 Table 5 shows that 7% of respondents had no religion, 21% Muslim, 28% Christian, 
21% Hindu, 7% Jewish and 14% preferred not to say. This is broadly similar to the 
overall ward profile.  

 
10.5 Table 6 indicates that 7% of respondents are 25-34 years old, 11% 35-44 years old, 

19% 45-54 years old, 34% are 55-64 years old, 19% are 65 and over and 7% 
preferred not to say.  This is not similar to the overall ward profile.  

 
10.6 Overall, the equality analysis indicates that the diversity profile of respondents to 

the consultation is broadly representative of Kensal Green ward. 

11.0   Project Equality Analysis 
 

Protected 
Characteristic 
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Comments 
Mitigation 
if 
required 

Age  x  
The scheme will improve safety for 
all road users alike. 

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 7 – Project Equality Analysis 

 
11.1 As shown in Table 7 the scheme will have no reason to believe any protected 

characteristics groups will be disadvantaged. A detailed equalities analysis has 
been produced for the Brent Active Travel Programme, which did not identify that 
any groups with protected characteristics would be disproportionally disadvantaged. 

 
12.0 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

 
12.1 The scheme will be funded from the 2022/23 Transport for London allocation for 

supporting school active travel. A total of £3000 has been allocated to this scheme 
including surveys, design, consultation and management fees. The estimate cost for 
the works is around £3,000. CCTV cameras are being provided from other sites in 
the borough where compliance has improved and they are no longer required. The 
funding allocation is adequate to cover both the Traffic Management Order and the 
Signs to deliver the scheme.  
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13.0 RECOMMENDATION  
 
13.1 After duly considering all the factors set out in this report, the Head of Healthy 

Streets and Parking is therefore recommended to approve the advertisement of the 
Traffic Management Orders for ‘At any time’ Loading restrictions at the junction 
of Blenheim Gardens and East Lane. Approve the Implementation of the Yellow 
Box Junction on East Lane junction to Blenheim Gardens. Approve the 
advertisement of the Experimental Traffic Management Orders for term-time 
restriction of motorised traffic on Blenheim Gardens, HA9. The scheme will operate 
from Monday to Friday from 8:15am to 9:15am in the morning and in the afternoon from 
2:30pm to 4:30pm. 

 
13.2 Subject to the consideration of any representations received during the traffic order 

consultation, approve the subsequent implementation of the proposals.  
 

14.0 APPENDICIES  
 

 Appendix A – Consultation Documents 
  
 _______________________________________________________ 

 
AGREED / REJECTED                     

Signed:  

Date:  7th July 2022 

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 
 
The above documents may be inspected / copied by contacting: 
Contact Officer: P Asgari, Principle Engineer, Highways and Infrastructure Service,  
Telephone: 0208 937 5600 
Email: healthystreets&parking@brent.gov.uk 
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