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1.0 PURPOSE OF REPORT 
 
1.1 This report summarises the outcome of a public consultation for the Kilburn (Dyne 

Road Area) Healthy Neighbourhood. The scheme aims to reduce the overall traffic 
volume in the area by preventing motor vehicles from using residential streets as a 
shortcut to improve road safety, air quality and promote sustainable travel in 
Kilburn.  
 

1.2 Following a public consultation, the Head of Healthy Streets and Parking is 
recommended to progress with Option 3 in paragraph 4.6.4 (not to implement the 
scheme advertised). Instead, it is recommended to continue to monitor local streets 
and reconsider the design following implementation of the wider Better, Safer 
Kilburn scheme on Kilburn High Road, which is anticipated to be delivered over the 
next 2-years. 

 
2.0 BACKGROUND 
 
2.1 Overview 
 
2.1.1 The study area lies within the northern section of Kilburn Ward, and it is bounded 

by a railway line at the north-west, Kilburn High Road to the north-east and 
Willesden Lane at the southern side. 
 

2.1.2 The roads are predominantly residential with shops at the eastern end of Dyne 
Road. Christ Church CoE Primary School is located at the south-western side of 
the study area on Clarence Road. 

 
2.1.3 Figure 1 shows the extent of the study area for scheme. 
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Figure 1 - Location Plan (Study area shaded in green) 

 
3.0 PROJECT DEVELOPMENT 

 
3.1 Overview 
 
3.1.1 The scheme has been developed as the result of feedback received from a wide 

range of resident engagement and collaboration activities. 
 

3.1.2 In 2021, surveys were conducted with residents of streets shown in Figure 1. The 
results showed some support for the Council to take action to reduce through 
traffic and late-night motorbike deliveries. 
 

3.1.3 Further pre-engagement activities were then undertaken by independent 
consultants (Living Streets and Arup) in 2023, including an online survey, 
community walkabouts, door to door surveys and in-person meetings. 

 
3.1.4 Through these engagement activities, residents raised concerns in relation to 

cut-through traffic, speeding and problems with delivery mopeds / motorbikes 
travelling in the area. Using the feedback from the residents and stakeholders, 
and various sources of data, Living Streets and Arup then developed some 
proposals within the Dyne Road area to tackle these problems.  
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3.1.5 In addition to feedback from the engagement activities, the following quantitative 
data was also used to develop the proposals; - 

• Personal injury accident data 

• Walking and cycling counts 

• Automatic traffic counts (ATC) 
 

3.2 Personal Injury Accident Data 
 
3.2.1 Personal Injury Accident (PIA) data for three-year period (2019 to 2022) has 

been sourced from the Metropolitan Police service. This shows there have been 
twenty (20) personal injury accidents within the study area and on Kilburn High 
Road and Willesden Lane, all resulted in slight accidents. Ten of these accidents 
involved motorcycles, 7 cyclists and 3 involved a car / taxi. 
 

3.2.2 Most of the accidents that involved motorcycles occurred on Dyne Road. 
 
3.3 Walking and cycling Counts 

 
3.3.1 Walking and cycling counts were undertaken on the 17th of May 2023 and the 

results are shown in the below table 
 

 
Location  

08:30 – 09:30 15:00 – 16:00 17:00 – 18:00 

Pedestrian Cyclist Pedestrian Cyclist Pedestrian Cyclist 

Dyne Road (east of 
Torbay Road) 

99 9 99 5 104 9 

Dyne Road (west of 
Torbay Road) 

80 7 81 5 96 13 

Torbay Road  49 4 38 2 44 8 

Table 1 – Walking and cycling count on Dyne Road and Torbay Road 
 
3.3.2 Table 1 shows that Dyne Road is busy with people walking throughout the day. It 

was observed that there were lots of families, and diversity in people walking. 
However, level of cycling activities were low on Dyne Road and Torbay Road. 
 

3.4 Automatic Traffic Counts 
 

3.4.1 Automatic classified traffic count (ATC) surveys were undertaken within scheme 
area in May 2023 and March 2024. These showed the volume, type and speed of 
vehicles using local streets in the study area.  
  

3.4.2 An ATC survey was undertaken on Dyne Road (2 locations), Clarence Road, 
Torbay Road and Buckley Road for 24-hours a day from Monday 15th May 2023 
to Sunday 21st May 2023.  

 
3.4.3 The graphs below show the trend in traffic flows on the studied roads. The results 

show that the peak traffic is generally in the evening from 5:00pm to 8:00pm, 
during both weekdays and weekends. 
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Weekday counts (May 2023) 
3.4.4 Dyne Road is the busiest street surveyed in the study area, overall volumes are 

greater at the east end, particularly travelling westbound. 
 
     
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 2 – Weekday traffic flows on Dyne Road  
 

3.4.5 During the evening over 50% of vehicles travelling on Dyne Road were 
motorcycles.  On Torbay Road and Buckley Road, motorcycles account for 
approximately 20% of the total traffic count. 

 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Figure 3 – Weekday traffic flow on Buckley Road and Clarence Road 
 
 

 

 

    

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Figure 4 – Weekday traffic flow on Torbay Road 
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Weekend counts (May 2023) 
3.4.6 Weekends appeared to be busier than weekdays on Buckley Road and Dyne 

Road, but for Clarence Road and Torbay Road, it was slightly quieter during the 
weekends. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 5 - Weekend traffic flows on Dyne Road  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 6 - Weekend traffic flows on Buckley Road and Clarence Road 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure 7– Weekend Traffic flow on Torbay Road 
 

Weekday and Weekend Counts (March 2024) 
3.4.7 In addition to the automatic classified traffic counts (ATC) for the above five 

locations surveyed in May 2023, a further thirteen (13) locations were surveyed 
from Wednesday 20th March 2024 to Tuesday 26th March 2024 to provide more 
detailed information on all streets throughout the proposed Healthy 
Neighbourhood. The new locations include Plympton Road, Plympton Avenue, 
Dunster Gardens, Streatley Road, Callcott Road and Button Road.  
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3.4.8 The results show general traffic volume and traffic pattern are similar to previous 

traffic count in May 2023 for both weekday and weekend and are included in 
Appendix A. 
 
Traffic Speeds  

 
3.4.9 In relation to vehicle speeds, the average and 85th percentile speed of traffic (i.e 

the speed at which 85 percent of vehicles travel below) are shown in the 
following table  
 

Location 
Average Speed 

(mph) 
85th Percentile 
Speed (mph) 

Dyne Road (east of Torbay Road) 9.1 11.2 

Dyne Road (west of Torbay Road) 9.8 12.0 

Torbay Road 8.3 10.1 

Buckley Road 10.4 12.9 

Clarence Road 9.7 11.8 

 Table 2 – Traffic Speeds 
 
3.4.9 The survey results shown that both the average and 85th percentile speed of 

traffic is below the existing 20mph speed limit on all five survey locations in the 
study area. 

  
3.5 Proposed Scheme  

 
3.5.1 Taking into account the information collected from pre-engagement activities, site 

visits, personal injury accidents, and characteristics of traffic using local roads 
and, a series of improvement measures have been devised. These aim to lower 
the volume of cut-through traffic in the study area, especially mopeds using Dyne 
Road as a cut-through, increase the level of walking and cycling, as a result 
improving air quality.  

 
3.5.2 The proposed improvements included in the consultation are shown graphically 

in Appendix B and are outlined as follows; - 

•  Restricted through traffic on Dyne Road – the restriction will be monitored using 
cameras. Access remains open to all road users, but only residents who are 
exempted can go through the restricted point. 

•  No entry signs and planters – this is a physical restriction to prevent all vehicles 
to travel through certain points: 

o Plympton Road at the junction with Torbay Road 
o Buckley Road (west of Streatley Road) 

• One-way streets with contraflow cycle lane – Buckley Road (between Kilburn 
High Road and Streatley Road) is proposed to be made one-way westbound, 
and Burton Road is proposed to be made one-way eastbound.  

•  Greening – planters are proposed to be installed on Buckley Road, adjacent to 
Streatley Road pocket park. 
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4.0 CONSULTATION RESULTS 
 
4.1 Consultation Procedure 
 
4.1.1 A public consultation was carried out in January and February 2023. Consultation 

documents and questionnaires were sent by post via Royal Mail. They were 
distributed to 2,412 residents and businesses of the local area. They were also 
emailed to local ward Councillors, interested groups and statutory authorities 
including the emergency services. A copy of the consultation document is 
included in Appendix C. 
 

4.1.2 Public exhibitions were also held at The Institute of Contemporary Music 
Performance (ICMP) on Dyne Road on the 18th, 20th and 23rd January to 
provide the opportunity for residents to ask questions to Council Officers. A copy 
of the consultation materials and the drawings were displayed, and these events 
were successful with many residents attended and finding out more information 
about the scheme. 

 
4.2 Consultation Results  
 
4.2.1 A total of 383 individual responses were received, with 370 responses from 

within the consultation area and 13 responses received from outside the 
consultation area. This made a rate of return of 15% which is within the normal 
range experienced by the Healthy Streets and Parking team when consulting on 
similar schemes in the past. The responses to are shown in the tables below. 

 
Q1. Do you agree that there is merit to 
implement the Kilburn Healthy 
Neighbourhood scheme to address the 
issues of cut-through traffic, speeding 
and motorbikes travelling in the area? 

Strongly 
agree 

Agree Neutral Disagree 
Strongly 
disagree 

Number or responses 131 68 25 37 103 

Percentage 36% 19% 7% 10% 28% 

Percentage (Agree / Neutral / Disagree) 55% 7% 38% 

 

Q2. Do you agree with the proposed traffic 
restriction (camera enforced) on Dyne 
Road? 

Strongly 
agree 

Agree Neutral Disagree 
Strongly 
disagree 

Number or responses 120 74 35 28 111 

Percentage 33% 20% 9% 8% 30% 

Percentage (Agree / Neutral / Disagree) 53% 9% 38% 

 

Q3. Do you agree with the physical traffic 
restrictions (planters and signs) on the 
following roads? 

Strongly 
agree 

Agree Neutral Disagree 
Strongly 
disagree 

Torbay Road 

Number or responses 99 72 29 34 131 

Percentage 27% 20% 8% 9% 36% 

Percentage (Agree / Neutral / Disagree) 47% 8% 45% 
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Plympton Road 

Number or responses Number 94 75 31 32 135 

Percentage 26% 20% 8% 9% 37% 

Percentage (Agree / Neutral / Disagree) 46% 8% 46% 

Buckley Road (West of Streatley Rd) 

Number or responses 95 75 41 33 126 

Percentage 26% 20% 11% 9% 34% 

Percentage (Agree / Neutral / Disagree) 46% 11% 43% 

 

Q4. 4. Do you agree with the proposal for 
a one-way street on Buckley Road and 
Burton Road? 

Strongly 
agree 

Agree Neutral Disagree 
Strongly 
disagree 

Number or responses 97 56 54 42 118 

Percentage 27% 15% 15% 11% 32% 

Percentage (Agree / Neutral / Disagree) 42% 15% 43% 

Table 3 – Responses to Question numbers 1-4 in the Questionnaire  
 
4.2.2 In summary, the results showed that 55% of respondents agreed with the merit of 

introducing a Healthy Neighbourhood scheme but there was not a clear level of 
support for most of the individual measures proposed. 
 

4.2.3 The strongest support was 53% of respondents agreeing with the traffic 
restriction on Dyne Road, with 38% disagreeing and 9% neither agreeing or 
disagreeing. 
 

4.2.4 For Torbay Road, Plympton Road and Buckley Road, 47% agreed with a 
physical traffic restriction on Torbay Road but with a close 45% of respondents 
disagreeing with this proposal. Similarly on Buckley Road, 46% agreed with the 
proposed restriction but 43% disagreed. 
 

4.2.5 There was an equal percentage of respondents who agreed and disagreed with 
the proposed traffic restriction on Plympton Road. 
 

4.2.6 In relation to the one-way operation on Buckley Road and Burton Road 42% 
disagreed with the proposal and 43% disagreed. 
 

4.3 Consultation results analysis 
 

4.3.1 Whilst the merits of the scheme received support residents that responded to the 
consultation, apart from the traffic restriction on Dyne Road, there was not a clear 
level of support for the proposed interventions on other streets. Several specific 
concerns were also raised by the respondents, and the top six themes are 
summarised below. 

 
4.3.2 Displaced traffic (49 responses) 

 
4.3.3 A substantial number of respondents were concerned that the proposal will result 

in displaced traffic in the surrounding roads, or onto their residential roads. 
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4.3.4 Officer Response: Baseline traffic data has been collected within the study area 

and on boundary roads. If a scheme is implemented, traffic volume monitoring 
could be carried out at regular basis to determine any displaced traffic, and to 
provide a reflection of how the scheme is performing. Should any traffic problems 
arise at any specific roads, improvements could be considered within the trial 
period, although any changes to signalised junctions would take longer to 
implement. 
 

4.3.5 Drugs issues (31 responses) 
  

4.3.6 Respondents have raised concerns that there are already issues with drugs in 
the area and are concerned that the proposal will worsen the situation as the 
roads will be quieter. 

 
4.3.7 Officer Response: Officers have liaised with the Town Centre Manager and the 

Neighbourhood Manager to discuss the ASB / drug issues within the study area. 
These concerns have been raised to the Metropolitan Police, and the Council are 
actively working with the police to tackle these issues. 

 
4.3.8 No traffic issues (27 responses) 

 
4.3.9 Some respondents feel that the roads they live on currently do not have any 

traffic issues, hence no traffic interventions are required. 
 

4.3.10 Officer Response: Resident concerns in relation to cut-through traffic, speeding 
and problems with delivery mopeds / motorbikes travelling in the area were a 
consistent theme of the pre-engagement activities undertaken in 2021 and 2023, 
especially in relation to Dyne Road. National guidance published in Local 
Transport Note 1/20 shows that mixing with traffic is suitable for most people 
cycling on streets with motor traffic flows up to 2000 vehicles per day and a 
20mph speed limit.  
 

4.3.11 All roads within the study area are subject to a 20mph speed limit and the highest 
traffic flows (excluding boundary roads) were recorded on Dyne Road, where 
over 2000 vehicles day were recorded. On all other streets, within the study area, 
traffic volumes under 2000 day were recorded. The proposed scheme aims to 
take an area wide approach to reducing traffic through the area so any potential 
displacement from Dyne Road would not impact adjoining residential streets 
within the study area. 

 
4.3.12 Loss of parking spaces or parking concerns (27 responses) 

 
4.3.13 The proposal will result in some loss of parking and respondents are concerned 

that this will put more pressure in the area. 
 
4.3.14 Officer Response: The proposed physical restrictions will result in the removal of 

some parking spaces to allow for safe turning movements at closure points. The 
design can be reviewed to minimise the number of parking spaces being 
removed where possible. 
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4.3.15 Inconvenience for residents (23 responses) 
 

4.3.16 Some respondents were concerned that the proposal will cause inconvenience to 
them as the road are blocked off and take longer to reach home.   
 

4.3.17 Officer Response: Residents in the streets within the neighbourhood may have to 
take a different route to avoid a partial closure. The study area is however not 
large, and it is therefore not considered to take significantly longer to reach their 
homes even via a less direct route.  
 

4.3.18 Waste of Money / Unnecessary scheme (22 responses) 
 

4.3.19 Some respondents felt that there are no real issues in the study area and money 
should be spent elsewhere i.e. repair pothole, carriageway and footway surfaces, 
rubbish collections, homelessness etc.   
 

4.3.20 Officer Response: This scheme is funded through grant funding from Transport 
for London (TfL) for this scheme to deliver schemes to improve areas within 
Brent and cannot be transferred to other priorities such as homelessness, 
rubbish collections or repairs of carriageway / footway. There are separate pots 
of funding for each of these elements.   

 
4.4 Responses from Statutory Consultees  
 
4.4.1 London Ambulance Service – no response recorded. 

 
4.4.2 Metropolitan Police Service (MPS) – No concerns at this stage regarding the 

scheme itself and have requested a copy of the detailed plans when available. 
 
4.5 Responses from other stakeholders 
 
4.5.1 Black Disabled Peoples Association – no response recorded. 

 
4.5.2 Brent Mencap – no response recorded. 

 
4.5.3 Best Brent Eleven Streets Residents Association – written comments received 

and are in favour of the scheme but are concerned about mopeds ignoring the 
‘no entry’ signs and push their vehicles onto the footway. Full comments can be 
found in Appendix C. 
 

4.5.4 Officer Response: Officers have liaised with the Traffic Order Team to ensure 
that vehicle being pushed on the footway could still be enforced. 
 

4.5.5 TFL Taxi Ranks – written comments received, ‘As we have said before in 
response to these sorts of schemes, taxis need to be exempt.  We have recently 
had a lot of difficulty with LTNs as taxis are unable to access the roads and 
provide a door-to-door service, particularly for disabled passengers who rely on 
these services.  This means they will start to reject these jobs and it means 
disabled passengers who rely on them for e.g. wheelchair access, taxi card 
scheme etc become isolated and unable to get out.’ 
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4.5.6 Officer Response: TfL taxis will be included in the exemption list to ensure that 
they can still provide their service to the community. 
 

4.5.7 Brent Cycling Campaign – written comments received and overall strong support 
on the scheme, full comments can be found in Appendix C. A summary of the 
comments are highlighted below: 
 

4.5.8 While we agree with proposals Plympton Road, Torbay Road, and Buckley Road, 
these will not address issues with mopeds and motorbikes, we suggest the 
addition of camera enforcement. 
 

4.5.9 Officer Response: The main concern of the scheme is on Dyne Road, we will 
continue to monitor the traffic volumes within the study area and the Council can 
consider additional cameras if there are increased issues with mopeds, subject to 
available funding. 
 

4.5.10 We note one concern: retaining a through route from Streatley Road to Burton 
Road (eastbound), which may increase motor traffic speeds on Burton Road. 

  
4.5.11 Officer Response: It is noted that it will be a through route from Streatley Road to 

Burton Road (eastbound), however this movement (also the reverse movement) 
is already permitted, the proposed one way on Burton Road will reduce the 
number of mopeds using Burton Road. 
 

4.5.12 Brondesbury Resident’s and Tenants Association (BRAT) – written comments 
received, full comments can be found in Appendix C.  Officers have met with 
representatives of BRAT to discuss the following points in March 2024. A few of 
the comments are highlighted below: 
 

4.5.13 Consultation, evidence, and evaluation – query on the consultation results, the 
existing data that were collected and the process of how to report / provide 
comments on incidents or successes during the 18-month trial.  
 

4.5.14 Officer Response: Existing data was shared with BRAT and informed that the 
consultation results will be shared with the public as part of this delegated 
authority report. It was also advised that the public will be able to write to the 
Council reporting any issues once the scheme is implemented. 
 

4.5.15 Impacts on access, safety, crime, and street cleaning – concerns about the 
access for Emergency Services, the overall safety and cleanliness in the area, 
and the parking arrangements once the scheme is implemented. 
 

4.5.16 Officer Response: Emergency Services were consulted and advised that a 
through route is required hence the camera restriction was proposed instead of a 
road closure. Officers have met with the Town Centre Manager and the 
Neighbourhood Manager to discuss the ASB / drug and littering issues within the 
study area. Concerns regarding ASB have been raised to the Metropolitan 
Police, and the Council are actively working with the police to tackle these issues.  
 

4.5.17 A detailed summary of all the responses received are included in Appendix D. 
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4.6 OPTIONS  

 
4.6.1 Following review of all the comments received and considering other important 

considerations, there are several options for the Head of Healthy Street and 
Parking to consider regarding how to progress the scheme. These amendment 
and options are outlined below. 

 
4.6.2 Option 1: Fully implement the scheme. This option would meet the overall aim of 

the scheme and minimise the impact of any displaced traffic on local residential 
streets within the study area. However, the results from the public consultation 
show that there is not a clear level of support to each of the individual measures 
with similar numbers of residents agreeing and disagreeing with the traffic 
restrictions on Torbay Road, Plympton Road and Buckley Road and one-way 
operation on Buckley Road and Burton Road. 

 
4.6.3 Option 2: Implement Dyne Road traffic restriction only. The proposed traffic 

restriction on Dyne Road had the greatest level of support for any of the 
proposed interventions and would resolve the concerns about through traffic on 
this street. However, implementing this measure in isolation could lead to use 
alternative local roads such as Torbay Road, Plympton Avenue and Plympton 
Road as bypass and lead to displaced traffic. Existing local roads with low traffic 
flow may be increased. 
 

4.6.4 Option 3: Do not implement the scheme at present time: Due to an insufficient 
level of support for most of the proposals, this option would not implement any 
traffic restrictions in the Kilburn Healthy Neighbourhood at present time. Instead, 
it is suggested to wait until wider improvements (including new pedestrian 
crossings, improved footways and new cycling facilities) are delivered as part of 
the proposed Better, Safer Kilburn scheme along Kilburn High Road over the 
next 1-2 years. Once these are delivered, the Healthy Neighbourhood scheme 
can be reviewed and reconsidered to consider residential side roads in a wider 
area and maximise the benefits. Any future proposals would be subject to a 
separate future consultation. 

 
5.0 EQUALITIES ANALYSIS   

 
5.1.1 Out of 370 questionnaires returned within the consultation area, approximately 

305 respondents had completed either all or part of the equality monitoring 
questionnaire. 
 

5.1.2 The total number for each question may not be the same as the total responded 
as 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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What is your ethnicity? 

Asian or 

Asian British 

Black or Black 

British 

Mixed 

Background 

White or 

White British 

Other Ethnic 

Background 

Prefer not to 

say 

21 11 22 170 30 51 

Table 4 – Responses to “What is your ethnicity?” 
 

Table 5 – Responses to “Do you consider yourself to be disabled?”, “What is your 
gender?” and “What is your sexual orientation?” 

 
Is your gender identity different to the sex you were assumed to be at birth? 

Yes, it’s different No, It’s the same Prefer not to say 

8 242 42 

Table 6 – Responses to “Is your gender identity different to the sex you were 
assumed to be at birth?” 

 

What is your religion or belief? 

N
o
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r 
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101 5 86 3 10 19 2 10 68 

Table 7 – Responses to “What is your religion or belief?” 
 

What is your age group? 

0 – 15 16 – 24 25 – 34 35 – 44 45 – 54 55 – 65 65+ Prefer not to Say 

0 1 38 60 63 58 63 26 

Table 8 – Responses to “What is your age group?” 

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

the consultation varies from the Kilburn ward profile.  
 

 
 
 
 
 
 

Do you consider 

yourself to be 

disabled? 

What is your gender? What is your sexual orientation? 

Yes No 

Prefer 

not to 

say 

Female Male 

Prefer 

not to 

say 
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30 246 28 147 125 36 5 12 1 199 3 73 
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5.2 Project Equalities Analysis 
 

Protected 
Characteristic 

P
o

s
it

iv
e

 

N
e
u

tr
a
l 

N
e
g

a
ti

v
e

 

Comments 
Mitigation if 

required 

Age X   
The scheme will improve the 
environment for all road users. 

N/A 

Disability X   
The scheme will reduce vehicle 
speeds and volumes to make a safer 
environment. 

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 9 – Project Equality Analysis 

 
5.2.1 The equality analysis above does not consider that the scheme would have an 

adverse effect on groups with protected characteristics. 
 
6.0 FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS   
 
6.1.1 The public consultation for the scheme was funded through the 2023/24 LIP 

programme. The funding allocation was adequate to deliver the consultation 
 

7.0 RECOMMENDATION  
 
7.1 Following a public consultation, the Head of Healthy Streets and Parking is 

recommended to progress with option 3 in paragraph 4.6.4 (do not implement the 
scheme at the current time). Instead, it is recommended to continue to monitor local 
streets and consider any measures following implementation of the wider Better, 
Safer Kilburn scheme along Kilburn High Road, which is anticipated to be delivered 
over the next 2-years. 
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8.0 APPENDICIES  
 
Appendix A – Results from 2024 traffic surveys  
Appendix B – Consultation plan  
Appendix C – Consultation documents 
Appendix D – Consultation response summary 
_____________________________________________________________________ 
 
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: Richard Wong 
  Healthy Streets and Parking 
Email:   Healthystreets&parking@brent.gov.uk 
______________________________________________________________________ 
 
AGREED / REJECTED 
 

Signed:     
 
Date: 8 December 2025 
 
Sandor Fazekas 
HEAD OF HEALTHY STREETS AND PARKING 



 

 

 
Appendix A – Results from 2024 Traffic Surveys  
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Appendix D - Consultation Response Summary 
 

Stakeholder Comments 

 Brent Eleven 
Streets 
Residents 
Association 

In favour (Comment - Personally, I am very much in favour of such 
schemes, but there is one aspect they cannot control, and that is the 
saturation of neighbourhoods with delivery mopeds and high-
powered (mostly illegal) e-bikes. The riders of mopeds either ignore 
'no entry' signs or, if a camera is present, simply dismount, push their 
machine through, then continue riding on the other side. These 
schemes are completely useless at curbing this class of road user, 
and yet many residents see them as a problem (speed, noise, sheer 
numbers). As for E-bikes and e-mopeds, I imagine the reason why 
the police do nothing about the illegal E-bike conversions (illegal 
because they are over-powered and/or because they are throttle 
controlled) is that they are seen as less of a nuisance than powered 
two wheelers with internal combustion engines.) 
 

TFL Taxi 
Ranks   

As we have said before in response to these sorts of schemes, taxis 
need to be exempt.  We have recently had a lot of difficulty with LTNs 
as taxis are unable to access the roads and provide a door-to-door 
service, particularly for disabled passengers who rely on these 
services.  This means they will start to reject these jobs and it means 
disabled passengers who rely on them for e.g. wheelchair access, 
taxi card scheme etc become isolated and unable to get out. 
 

Brent Cycling 
Campaign  

This is the response of Brent Cycling Campaign to the Kilburn 
Healthy Neighbourhood Dyne Road Area consultation.  
 
Brent Cycling Campaign strongly supports the Kilburn Healthy 
Neighbourhood proposals. 
Brent Cycling Campaign agrees with the aims of reducing motor 
traffic volumes to create cleaner, safer, quieter streets for walking, 
wheeling, and cycling. We agree with introducing these measures in 
an 18-month trial, and strongly recommend that robust pre-trial data 
is collected. 
 
Brent Cycling Campaign strongly supports the proposed approaches 
to reduce through motor traffic. We agree with the physical design of 
the proposals; however, we note that public consultation in 2023 
highlighted “speeding and problems with mopeds and motorbikes”. 
While we agree with proposals for Plympton Road, Torbay Road, and 
Buckley Road, these will not address issues with mopeds and 
motorbikes, we suggest the addition of camera enforcement. We 
strongly agree with the introduction of one-way streets with 
contraflow cycle lanes on Buckley Road and on Burton Road. 
 
Overall the area design appears well thought out, addressing most 
through motor traffic routes with well-placed interventions. We note 
one concern: retaining a through route from Streatley Road to Burton 
Road (eastbound), which may increase motor traffic speeds on 
Burton Road. 
 



 

 

We look forward to seeing Brent Council extend Healthy 
Neighbourhoods across the borough, including by reintroducing and 
enforcing previously removed trials. 
 
Brent Cycling Campaign represents the interests of all who cycle, or 
wish to, in Brent. We have discussed details of this scheme at our 
meetings, and on electronic and social media." 
 

Brondesbury 
Residents and 
Tenants 
Association 

Kilburn 'Dyne Road' HN Scheme proposals and pilot 
I am writing on behalf of the Chairs and Exec of BRAT - 
Brondesbury Residents and Tenants Association to register our 
interest in liaising with you on the proposals and potential testing of a 
‘Kilburn Healthy Neighbourhood’ scheme.  Our Association covers 
the precise area of the proposed scheme. As the local RA we are 
consulted on planning issues and we would expect to engage with 
you officially on this plan, given our local role. 
I hope your meetings have gone well. No doubt you will have heard a 
good many opinions about the proposals. Rather than taking a 
position on the scheme, BRAT is keen to understand and satisfy itself 
of the scale, quality, and outcome of local community consultation, 
and seek assurances on methodology, transparency, evidence, data 
and, importantly, how success will be measured if there is a pilot 
scheme. This will help us to communicate with and reassure local 
members. 
With this in mind and ahead of your finalising your consultation we 
would like to raise the following questions/clarifications: 
1. Consultation, evidence, and evaluation 

• Could you clarify in what form and when the results of the 
current consultation (Questionnaires being submitted by 3/2 - 
now extended to 9/2) will be reported  to the local community? 

• We understand benchmark data (traffic/emissions etc) has 
been collected and would like to know more about these and 
how they will inform evaluation of any Pilot scheme for all 
streets - not just Dyne Road  - including Willesden Lane. 
Residents are rightly keen to understand the proposed 
measures of success/failure and whether there will be scope 
for the community to comment on and agree any proposed 
evaluation framework ahead? 

• What cost/benefit analysis has been undertaken to ensure vfm 
for local council taxpayers from this scheme, and inform 
evaluation? 

• What arrangements will be made for residents to raise issues, 
report on incidents, successes, or challenges in ‘real time' 
during any test phase?  

2. Impacts on access, safety, crime, and street cleaning 

• At a recent Safer Neighbourhood Panel meeting the Met police 
representatives present - to date unaware of the plans - 
 expressed the view that the scheme: 'looked unlikely to make 
neighbourhood policing any easier’ as 'rapid response may be 



 

 

adversely affected'. Crime and ASB is the issue of greatest 
concern to residents in this area, so it seems essential to gain 
police views on the likely impact of the scheme on crime, as 
well as on traffic management/ levels - can you confirm how 
this has been/will be discussed with SNT and Met and share 
their assessment with us?.  

• Can you also confirm that you have consulted with Emergency 
Fire and Ambulance Services on the impact of the proposed 
changes to rapid response for emergency vehicles and share 
their views, especially in relation to those streets which 
become one way, or which are partially blocked with reduced 
access points?  

• We are unclear what the maintenance/volunteering plan for 
the ‘planters’/barriered areas will be to avoid the scruffy 
degeneration and litter we see in the closed/planter areas 
south of Willesden Lane - could you clarify this?  

• What consultation has there been with the Neighbourhood 
Manager (Raakesh Shah, copied here) and his team to assess 
the impact on litter, street cleaning and rubbish collection 
generally, including on access by Veolia vehicles in the streets 
that become one way or partially blocked off; and the 
collection of rubbish from the planter/barriered areas? 

• What assessment has been made of the likely impact on 
antisocial behaviour, drinking, drug dealing and drug use in the 
area, especially around planters/barriers, and how will this be 
monitored/measured during the pilot? Again, this is an area of 
strong concern locally. 

• What plans are there for improved street lighting in the 
planted/closed-off areas to provide a feeling of safety and 
encourage pedestrians outside daylight hours? Will any other 
public realm improvements be undertaken to encourage 
pedestrian use?  The pavements in this area are notoriously 
uneven and very poorly maintained. Residents, especially 
elderly ones, would welcome wider improvements as part of 
any scheme. 

• Lastly, what assessment has been made of the impact on 
surrounding/impacted streets of the loss of parking spaces; 
some of which are losing quite a number? 

 
BRAT Exec would appreciate a discussion with you on these issues 
and be happy to facilitate access to our membership and the wider 
community through our mailing list and/or by facilitating a public 
meeting working with and through the Streetlinks Network if 
appropriate. It may be useful to meet with you to discuss the issues 
above, so that you can fully report on the proposed evaluation of the 
scheme and involve the community in helping to monitor success and 
report on it in a meaningful and fully transparent way. We would 



 

 

anticipate agreeing a designated key contact from BRAT to liaise with 
whoever is appropriate at your end, moving forward. 
 
I am copying our local Councillor Anthony Molloy to register our 
interest in the way these proposals develop; Dave Close of Met 
Police from our Safer Neighbourhood Team;  Raakesh Shah our 
neighbourhood manager; Richard Hay, our local Town Centre 
manager who has an interest in the commercial activity on Willesden 
Lane, and Keith Anderson who co-ordinates local Streetlinks Groups. 
I imagine they are all already are engaged and have an interest in the 
scheme and its impact locally, so useful to loop into the work of the 
Residents Association. 
 

Buckley Road • This is about controlling people and it will be like a prison. 
Restricting peoples movement so that can not travel in their 
car 

• I don't feel there's s traffic issue at Buckley and worry about 
the effect these restrictions will have for day to day transport, 
access for taxis, deliveries and services 

• Due to ASB at Buckley Rd in terms of physical traffic 
restrictions we are opposed to planters as these will be used 
as congregation points for dug use and rubbish 

• Traffic on KHR is already extremely heavy, this will clearly add 
to what is already a huge problem 

• Don’t agree with the planters as what we need is cameras on 
all these roads, restriction of lorries over 7.5t and better 
policing of these areas. This will be money well spent and 
more boots on ground to free up parking on A5 

• Strongly disagree to make Buckley Rd one way as there will 
be health hazard created by traffic and flower beds will invite 
littering 

• If physical traffic restrictions are to be installed we strongly 
oppose to plants, trees, benches as this would act as a 
gathering point for drug users or garbage area 

• This should only be for a trial and not an excuse to implement 
measures if they don’t work. Concerned if 1 way is 
implemented vehicles will be constantly doing 3 point turns 
outside my house 

• Plans will make it harder for emergency services. Pollution 
covered by the 1 way is unfair on the health of residents. Plans 
will not minimise crime 

• Plans will make it harder for emergency services. Pollution 
covered by the 1 way is unfair on the health of residents. Plans 
will not minimise crime 

• I am a resident of Buckley Road and we very rarely experience 
people using this area as a cut through. These proposals 
appear to be designed to solve a problem that doesn’t exist  

• London is becoming impossible to drive in. It is time to stop 
this nonsense 

• Why not  spend the money on fixing the pot holes and get rid 
of the drug takers that infect the area instead of cycle lanes 



 

 

and planters 

• Residents know what the reality is. More green space and 
planters and pedestrianised space means more anti social 
behaviour which Brent and the Met does not have the 
resources to address, therefore making our lives a misery  

• In the interim Dyne Rd needs humps at the entrance to Kilburn 
High Rd 

• Buckley Rd needs to be 1-way as all the main road traffic from 
KHR keep using Buckley Rd 

• KHR is always congested as there is always roads works. 
Adding restrictions on side roads is not an approvement. 
Money better spent on cleaning the streets in the area 

• Proposed would impact me and residents own traffic 
movements so I am not a fan of it 

• Traffic is fairly low on Buckley & Streatley Rd. Planters will only 
attract more druggies to the area 

• Thanks 

• Not happy about this restrictions, our roads are already quiet 
and there is no traffic passing. It’s a complete waste of money.  
1 way traffic will cause delays to work and school 

• There is not any traffic problems down these roads (they have 
about 3 cars an hour down Buckley Road)  however these 
restrictions will add more traffic to surrounding roads and 
cause issues for residents by adding inconvenience and will 
increase environmental impact. Please do not go ahead with 
these plans. 

• Great initiative and idea. Suggest further restrictions on Burton 
Rd as to prevent it being a cut-through road btwn Willesden 
Lane and the A5 

• Yes I will agree for all the questions to be come good and 
safety 

• Struggle to drive the kids to school. Think all these traffic 
enforcements will damage the environment and cause 
unnecessary traffic 

• Streets could be cleaner so much rubbish dumped everywhere 
and all of the drug trafficking should be looked at 

• excluding through traffic from this area will benefit everyone, 
with safer and quieter streets 

• No No No, waste of money 

• Burton Road is used as a short cut to avoid the traffic lights at 
KHR and Willesden Lane junction 

• More traffic in Kilburn less mobility, against my human rights 

• Waste of public money, more CCTV, more Police 

• Not sure why Burton Rd needs to be 1-way. I don’t think there 
is much traffic on the road. Not being able to turn onto this 
road from KHN will be an inconvenience 

 

Callcott Road • These questions are leading and clearly asked with a set 
agenda in mind. If you want to carry out an honest and non-
manipulative survey, perhaps ask questions which are not 
prescriptive in nature. 



 

 

• The whole scheme seems an excessive intervention -  using 
sledgehammer to crack a nut. Trial Dyne only first. 

• We do not own a car, so naturally, we are for it, as long as it 
does not increase the traffic levels going through Callcott 
Road, where we live. 

• This is a total distraction and waste of money. There is no 
problem with cut through traffic, my immediate area is very 
quiet! If you want to sort out congestion and pollution, do 
something about Kilburn High Road 

• I walk to Kilburn station each day between 7:30 and 8. There 
and back (dropping kids at station) Callcott/plympton/dunster 
pass/dyne… we normally walk in middle of road up to and 
often including Dyne. AND WE OFTEN SEE NO CARS 

• Also tackle these issues, lots of litter & fly-tipping, lots of drug 
addicts 

• Not much traffic and little cut through traffic in the area. Clean 
the streets more often, add more bins 

• There isn’t a problem here. This will make things more busy 
and frustrating and will not lead to improvements. Pls increase 
EVCP. Find road to be quiet, cars don’t race down here and 
think measure will make things worse 

• Losing 12 parking bays wil have a bad effect on parking which 
is already heavy. Fears that access for fire/ambulance 
vehicles will be complicated 

• Looks very good, too much speeding traffic in the area, also 
problems with drug dealers from gang  

• It will make things worse in Callcott Rd. The things that make 
things worse is drug dealers and paraphernalia on our 
doorstep 

• Traffic control is not the top priority in the area, and there are 
more effective ways to allocate public funds. Neighbourhood 
safety would be enhanced much more by preventing drug 
markets, regulating drug use, and monitoring the activities of 
thieves. 

• The are has very little local traffic - this is not a real issue. The 
problem is traffic in the high road and this will not help 
 

Cavendish 
Close 

• I'm concerned that on Cavendish road there will now be more 
cars queuing for the traffic lights which will increase air 
pollution. This will affect my quality of life. 

• This is ridiculous & such a waste of money. Would feel safer 
with more cycle lanes on the High Rd, less pot holes 
 

Cavendish 
Road 

• It's fine as it is now. No need to block roads and then others 
will get jammed up as has happened before. 

• We live on Cavendish Road which is already noisy, polluted 
and dangerous for small children. Funnelling the traffic from 
the proposed study area into our road just means that we bear 
the brunt of the unhealthy and unwanted nuisances caused by 
vehicles. I am in favour of reducing traffic levels (we don’t own 
a car) but it is not fair that this proposal should make our street 



 

 

more unhealthy, while the more expensive residential streets 
are protected. 

• Want to see traffic lights with pedestrian phasing at junction of 
Cavendish Rd & Willesden Lane. Also Cavendish Rd should 
be 20mph with humps 

• Implementing this will push more traffic onto Cavendish Rd. 
Removal of some bays will lead to more people wanting to 
park on Cavendish Rd 

• The impact of these changes on adjacent roads, including my 
own, could be detrimental, particularly for the vulnerable 
members of our community. 

• I live on cavendish Road and already we have rush hour traffic 
to excess on our road. If we are in the boundary, traffic will 
increase dramatically causing many problems especially to our 
health and wellbeing. 

• By closing Dyne Rd you will add more traffic to Cavendish Rd. 
We don’t want more noise and more traffic 

• This proposal will increase the traffic in Cavendish Rd causing 
more pollution, noise and inconvenience in addition to what we 
already suffer 

• Proposal will only increase traffic and crimes to neighbouring 
roads such as Cavendish Rd. Strongly object this proposal 

• 100% agree with improving traffic flow and safety via one-way 
systems, but 100% disagree with restricting traffic on specific 
streets that will simply drive MORE traffic to the adjacent 
streets 

• Nothing in the proposal addresses the actual traffic instead all 
traffic will be diverted to Cavendish Rd causing additional 
noise and pollution 

• This will turn this road into a freeway with cars, trucks & HGCV 
using it day and night at high speeds. I am against the plan 

• Totally disagree with the proposal because it will only result in 
the traffic being shifted to other roads.  You are not solving the 
problem you are just tormenting other roads. Instead come up 
with a plan to get people walking, cycling and using public 
transport 

• Luvly jubbly.  

• What will be the projected impact for Cavendish Rd as for as 
car traffic is concerned 

• There should be a law preventing motorcyclists cutting in front 
of cars and speeding down these residential roads 

• Traffic restrictions cause more traffic which will make streets 
less safe but 1 way streets improve traffic while improving 
safety 

• Strongly disagree, this is no benefit to residents. Waste of 
taxpayers money 

• Cavendish Rd will become more busier 

• Need to have something on Cavendish Rd as there will be 
consequences. This cant be a one off fix 

• All this will do is route traffic on to Cavendish which is already 
busy. Perhaps money is better spent making a crossing as I 



 

 

struggle to cross at the lights 

• Thanks for this but one of my biggest traffic concerns is the 
intersection of Cavendish, The Ave and Willesden Lane where 
there is no pedestrian crossing. I hope you will take time to 
consider this intersection and what can be done to make it 
safer 

• Pls extend the scheme to Cavendish Rd and put crossing at 
the junc Cavendish Rd X Avenue 

• Against camera enforcement 
 

Clarence Road • I think this scheme is misconceived. Planters will not be 
maintained and will act as a magnet for litter. Motorbikes will 
still be able to access the area and the proposed scheme will 
drive all cut through traffic along Clarence Road  

• I think the initiative is good but have a hard time supporting as 
I doubt the council reliability 

• In favour of trying to improve the situation regarding traffic and 
congestion. However if proposals are implemented it will 
relocate traffic to other areas causing increase congestion 
 

Dunster 
Garden 

• Where is the public demand for this? Brondesbury Triangle is 
a quiet residential neighbourhood  

• The traffic measures are extreme, the worst thing about it is 
the removal of parking spaces, parking is already at a 
premium and removing more parking spaces smacks of Brent 
being anti-car. 

• Change is certainly needed towards speed limits on all 
vehicles using residential areas 

• We have grandchildren that walk up Dyne Road and 
wholeheartedly support the proposal. 

• The proposals seem to be aimed at making money from fines 
rather than improving the quality of the pavement and street 
surfaces. Any money Brent Council are considering spending 
would be better spent on repairing the pavements which are 
dangerously uneven for buggies, wheelchairs and pedestrians.  
The speed humps in our roads are damaging people's 
suspension - even when we travel under the speed limit. - the 
humps in Calcott Rd are dangerously high.  The council should 
prioritise sorting these urgent and basic issues out before 
coming up with unnecessary schemes. Furthermore I've lived 
in the area for over 23 years and as a car owner I do not want 
to see any further restrictions which could result in people from 
outside the area being penalised for visiting those of us who 
live here. There is no major traffic problem it's not a cut 
through area. 

• If you block Dyne, Buckley & Burton Rd there will not be a lot 
of ways to get in. Don’t want to have to drive to Willesden 
Lane or Mapesbury to get to my house 

• I don’t think there is a traffic issue in these streets. There are 
issues with fly tipping and open drug dealings 

• Dyne road has a problem which needs solving. I live on 



 

 

Dunster Gdns and currently we don't have a problem so its not 
clear the additional measures are needed. It's possible the 
Dyne blockage might create a problem however so worth 
trying. 

• There are far more pressing things to do in this area such as 
tackling the drug culture 

• More importantly is for you to investigate vagabonds gathering 
on Buckley Rd and Dunster Gardens. Some of whom use 
drugs, alcohol etc 

• Please don’t worry about vehicles using our street. Most of our 
vehicles are ulez complaint  

• There is no traffic problem on Buckley or Burton Rd that needs 
a 1 way system on either of them. You are completely boxing 
my road in as I have to now drive all the way round to get 
anywhere. Happy with the camera but not with the planter 
closures. Need an exit out of dunster gdns into KHR which 
means exit from Dunster into Buckley needs to be 2 way. 
Road closure on Buckley is also unnecessary 
 

Dyne Road • Physical traffic restriction on Torbay Rd, Dyne Rd will only 
provide a special place for drugs to be taken and dogs to poo.  
Already area is problematic with people selling drugs daily 

• I would also love to see the pavement in this area resurfaced. 
Dyne Road has so many uneven paving stones that have 
been reported but Brent Council have decided not to action. 
Also something done about litter 

• Strongly disagree with planters as road is already too narrow. 
Making start of Dyne Rd quieter will make it less safe for 
women 

• Removing parking bays is not fair on us residents. Already not 
enough parking on the roads and doing this will make this 
worse. What will happen to residents with permits but they are 
unable to park on the road they have paid for. This will cause 
more traffic for the main road which is already chaos most 
times 

• Measures are a step in the right direction. They wont stop 
motorcycles as they push bikes through the controlled points 

• Although there’s good merit to this plan there is a risk that 
Brent becomes heavy handed and provides resident with a 
poorer area for those with cars 

• Pls don’t put in the physical restrictions we need parking 
spaces, access to evcp on torbay & plympton. Cameras & 
warning signs is sufficient 

• People are still parking on DYL in William Dromey Crt. 
Excessive driving speed on Dyne Rd, Torbay and Buckley Rd 

• There will be adverse effects to forcing all traffic down larger 
main roads 

• Lorries should be banned unless there is a delivery to be 
made. Bike use the road like a speed way and takes up lots of 
parking bays 

• The more that can be done to reduce car traffic, the better life 



 

 

will be 

• This is so important. Good luck 

• Don’t feel that there is a huge problem with traffic cutting 
through Dyne Rd so changes don’t seem necessary 

• The changes will only make it more difficult for residents. 
Haven’t heard anything positive about this scheme in other 
areas 

• I think the main problem is with traffic on Dyne Road.  The 
minicab office has cabs running up and down from early 
morning to very late at night.  The massive number of delivery 
motor bikes that park around the Dyne Road/Kilburn High 
Road junction are even worse  

• As long as the restriction in Dyne Rd do not allow people to 
park in William Dormey Crt as they do now 

• I think these proposals are a waste of time and money where it 
should be better spent. This is not ‘healthy’. This is a road 
scheme. We don’t need cycle lanes in these quiet streets. I 
cycle, drive and walk regularly in this area. My area. And none 
of these measures are required. 

• The evidence in other parts of London shows that these sorts 
of measures only increase congestion rather than reduce it 

• I think any traffic reducing measures are good. More plants 
also good 

• Already too many restrictions in place. No 1 way system & no 
camera and no planters. This mainly affect the residents living 
in the area 

• I strongly believe making North Kilburn Conservation Area 
safer and pedestrian and family friendly will increase safety 
and curtail the current ASB and drug problems we have as 
well as improve overall traffic to the area. I also believe the 
measures taken on Dyne road are not strong enough to 
significantly deter the strong traffic and a one-way system 
would have been the minimum measure to implement. Maybe 
it is something that can be done after the trial period? 

• I think the measures proposed are amazing suggestions to 
control traffic flow and make the streets more pleasant.  

• Finally someone is taking steps against the crazy and 
dangerous through traffic on these streets. Particularly the 
delivery mopeds are a nuisance day and night... there's even 
an unofficial meeting place where the drivers gather at the end 
of Dyne Road... Well done Brent for taking action! 

• Cut through traffic not causing an issue. Concerned measures 
will worsen KHR traffic 

• Very very happy to see that the speeding cars and mopeds on 
Dyne road are being addressed. Thank you. The consultation 
raises other issues that will be addressed also - drug dealing, 
houses / gardens in poor state, take away food left on the 
pavements, and pavements in bad state. 

• I think the measures proposed are vital. I have sensory and 
mental health issues and at times I cannot sleep/relax at home 
because of the heavy traffic coming through Dyne road - often 



 

 

they unnecessarily beep 

• I am not able to comment as I don't know the traffic problems 
there 

• Having been to the exhibition and meeting with Joyce Cheng-
Lai and the representative from Arup I understand more about 
the proposal and have changed my view to 'Neutral'.  The 
impact to my family will be minimal either way.  

• Steps should be taken to lessen traffic on Dyne Road, 
especially delivery scooters, which are a significant health and 
safety risks to local residents 

• I need to know exactly how the council would implement these 
rules ie visitors being able to get access to my house, before I 
can have an informed opinion .  Where can I find this 
information? 

• Unsure if there will need to be complicated system for resident 
parking permit or not 

• It depends on the hours of the day that Dyne rd will be traffic 
regulated. Motorbikes are only an issue between 5pm and 
9pm.  

• Major problem in Dyne Rd are the continuous journeys of the 
motorbikes serving the various eateries on Dyne Rd 

• The traffic sometimes is too much on the road but what worries 
us is the speeding of cars and irresponsibility of motorcyclists 

• Please don’t remove the disabled bay on Dyne Rd close to 
William Dromey Crt as this is where carers and hospital 
transport park when they come to my address 

• Understand that we need to control the traffic but there is a 
greater problem of homelessness and the elderly are being 
forgotten 

• Strongly agree with the proposals 

• Something needs doing about the traffic and we need parking 
space too 

• Marvellous intervention. The cut through on Dyne Rd has 
made for loud traffic and traffic jams due to drivers unwilling to 
move over 

• It would be a welcome addition to Dyne Rd to restrict the 
ridiculous number of scooters and mopeds speeding down 
Dyne Rd 

• Proposed changes would cause inconvenience. Unfortunately 
non-resident car traffic needs to be stopped using the roads as 
cut-through 

• Crossing between Dyne Rd & Willesden Lane is super 
dangerous please place a traffic light 

• In favour of these proposals however you must liaise with the 
police and safer neighbourhood teams as drug dealing and 
taking is an increasing issue 

• Restriction will most likely cause congestion and problems with 
drivers residing in and around the selected streets ie increase 
traffic and noise pollution 

• So how will  the cameras know if we have guests visiting us 
with a car. We wouldn’t want tickets sent to families & friends 



 

 

• Main issue with the junction between Dyne Rd & KHR is the 
narrowness which causes long queues. Never seen traffic 
issues on Torbay Rd 

• How will builders, delivery, visitors gain access to Dyne Road 

• Great idea, look into making KHR greener. Mapesbury Rd is 
becoming busy as well 

• One of the major issues in Dyne Rd is the take away bikes 
which accumulate at the start of the road. They block access 
to pathway and rubbish accumulates. Taxi company is one of 
the biggest causes of congestion 

• No need to place cameras on Dyne Rd or planters. Placing 
planters will not prevent traffic using dyne rd 

• Very pleased with proposal. Noise levels have increased 
considerably 

• who is going to monitor the cameras on Dyne Rd?  Will fines 
be automatically sent out?  It's not clear to me how the camera 
will know if someone is visiting or a delivery driver?   

• We welcome any effort to reduce traffic on dyne road 

• There is still a very clear need for restrictions in Dyne Road 
which is blighted by speeding cut through traffic .  Some 
residents have wrongly understood that Dyne Road will be 
"residents only".  Changes could be considered to the  buckley 
road arrangements so that residents in Dunster Gardens 

• Disagree with the planned camera enforcements as we have 
many family and friends that visit. Hard enough to park the 
best of times. Sure this is a money making scheme 

• I hope the trial period goes ahead and is a success. These will 
be extremely valuable improvements to the area, especially for 
pedestrians. Some vehicles drive at what seems a high speed 
on Dyne Rd, even on the approach to the junction with 
Willesden Lane. 

• Physical traffic will be an invitation for fly tipping & drug taking. 
Corner property (my property) is already covered in graffiti. I 
will have to drive round the block to access my off-street 
parking. I have lived here for 28 years & have never had an 
issue with traffic.  

• The issues in this neighbourhood are to do with drug taking & 
litter not excess traffic. Please sort these problems first 

• I myself disagree, and further, I heard first hand and 
witnessed Residents disagreeing to the scheme and not being 
happy with it whilst at the exhibition. Residents stating the 
same as I stated, being that there is no cut through traffic 
issue, which I reiterate this. Residents stating the movement 
(vehicles driving through) is the residents. I also second this. 
We, the residents use and drive through the surrounding roads 
as is necessary for us, including doing the school run, and our 
shopping. Residents expressing that these are residential 
roads and they are very unhappy that their movement and 
freedom of movement is going to be restricted within them. 
These were and very much remain my own sentiments also, 
and I too am unhappy about this. There to be no Moped issue. 



 

 

I second this also. There to be no traffic issue. I second this 
also. There is no traffic issue. 
 

Kilburn High 
Road 

• Much needed improvements to reduce traffic in the area 

• Can you also draw attention to the alarming number of people 
using and selling drugs esp by Waterloo Passage and Buckley 
Rd 

• Reasons to stop road closure project, Health and safety ie 
ambulance, fire brigade. Traffic congestion due to side road 
closure 

• This area has plenty of struggling businesses on the high road 
and these kind of silly unnecessary implementations will only 
lead to less people visiting the high street due to less parking 
and difficult access etc. 
 

Plympton 
Avenue 

• We’re wholly opposed to all these proposals. This area doesn’t 
have a significant traffic problem. The proposals will make a 
perfectly acceptable situation far worse. 

• Plympton Avenue suffers a lot of speeding cars because it has 
no speed restrictions and this will continue as surrounded 
roads have restricted them so they put their foot down on the 
Avenue 

• I am concerned a lot of traffic might use our road as a cut 
through to Willesden Lane 

• Main problem is not cut through traffic but littering and drug 
taking. These are the issues that most need addressing. 
Proposed restrictions may have some positive for those living 
in Dyne Rd but to everyone else living in the area its all a 
downside with restriction access 

• I think consideration should be given to installing humps in 
Plympton Ave 
 

Plympton 
Road 

• This scheme will not solve the problems residents have 
complained about, which are: motorbikes,  drugs, litter and 
more greenery. Closing Dyne Road could push more traffic on 
the quiet neighbouring streets including mine where i don't find 
there is a currently a problem. Closures would also make local 
streets more dangerous for me to walk in at night. Closures 
would impede my access to get home, & to neighbours' 
homes, some are disabled who I often give a lift home to, and 
would further reduce space to park. If Brent wants to deter 
speeding, do that with fines, don't block cars altogether. Give 
the food delivery bikes a bay to wait in, on the main road away 
from residents. I don’t use them for fast food, but I disagree 
with demonising people who need to earn a living. 

• This will create congestion, pollution, hinder emergency 
services, increase parking problems, encourage anti social 
behaviour and make the area a nightmare to live in. These 
proposals are ill thought out and unnecessary. 

• I don’t want these restrictions, not needed. We don’t have 
much cut through traffic, our streets are very quiet. Possibly 1 



 

 

way for Dyne Rd or make better road side parking. But it is a 
waste of time and money to put in other restrictions. Put the 
money into a lift in Brondesbury station 

• Do not restrict traffic flow. Closing off the street is not the 
answer 

• I feel the one way street proposals would be disruptive to local 
residents who need to come and go more frequently 

• Strongly disagree with the physical traffic restrictions as they 
will make my life harder. Sole use of cameras will be a good 
compromise  

• What is this all about? We don’t have traffic issues in this 
neighbourhood. We have drug related issues. We really don’t 
need this scheme. We need better policing 

• The Plympton road restriction should be on the plympton 
Avenue side. The traffic onto Willesden Lane from streatley 
and Callcot would be eased as you could exit via clarence 

• I live on Plympton Road and do not want a physical traffic 
restriction on my road. I use my car often and that would be 
too much of an inconvenience 

• It all looks excellent and will significantly improve the 
immediate area 

• I think by blocking the roads it will make the drug problem 
worse and traffic worse and will take me longer to get home 

• There should be an easy way to ensure locals are not charged 
for driving through the area 

• Not aware of any issues with cut-through traffic. Scheme is 
unnecessary 

• Reducing traffic is good, also please increase the number of 
trees 

• This road is never used as a cut through as it does not go 
directly to the high road 

• Brilliant idea 

• I have noticed an considerable increase in the number of drug 
users in the area 

• Don’t see or recognise the traffic as being such an issue in our 
immediate area 

• Far fewer cars driving through that there was 5 years ago. 
Don’t need these restrictions. The streets are complicated 
enough without making it harder for people to drop off, deliver 
items. I rely on cabs and deliveries. Put the money into trees 
and their care and paving stones so can walk safely 
 

Streatley Road • Introducing this changes will redirect the traffic to neighbouring 
streets. Concerned about getting more traffic on Streatley Rd 
after the changes 

• How will this affect family members visiting disabled relations 
and their parking requirements. What will the cost be of all of 
these works 

• Long time coming but 12+ bays being removed when parking 
is already rare due to pubs, kiln patrons and restaurant users 

• This is a perfect opportunity to remove cars from the junctions 



 

 

of Kilburn High Road with Burton Road and Buckley Rd 

• Main concern is that traffic will come off KHR onto Buckley Rd 
to get to Willesden lane 

• As it is a trial how quickly could it be reversed? How much will 
implementation cost or take down? 

• Enforcement cameras should be added along Streatley Rd & 
Burton Rd to monitor traffic and ASB 

• I approve the principal of all these proposals. But I doubt 
whether the planters will be maintained properly 

• I believe the cameras will suffice 

• If put into effect this will cause major build up of traffic on 
Willesden Lane esp where this bends by Paddington 
Cemetery 

• There are currently no traffic problems in this area, which is so 
quiet and safe that it is used to teach groups of children 
cycling skills.  All the traffic is that of the residents, their 
visitors, and deliveries 

• Dyne Rd is the biggest issue. Proposed physical restrictions 
on Buckley will negatively impact traffic on Streatley and 
Dunster with people living on Plympton & Callcott Rd left with 
few options of getting home. Proposed traffic restriction on 
Plympton will make Dunster, Plympton, Callcott and Buckley a 
stagnant zone with little movement of cars and therefore 
increased risk of ASB 

• I am a disabled driver and the changes will restrict parking for 
me and people who need to visit me, which is already hard to 
find at certain times.  They will complicate my journeys as well.  
Traffic that can't go through will just be displaced to the 
surrounding area, affecting residents who live there.  There 
should be more investment in accessible affordable public 
transport with staff and assistance staff (not floating bus stops 
which are problematic) to encourage car users to change to 
public transport. 

• Doesn’t do anything about mopeds blocking Plympton Rd and 
will make thing impossible. Who asked for this? How will 
making our quiet streets quieter help with crime and drug 
problem. 

• Being prevents from travelling west is a show stopper as with 
this in place the main way in or out will be via Willesden Lane. 
There is no pre-existing problem to solve 

• Traffic wishing to avoid the traffic lights at the junction of 
Willesden Lane & A5 will still be able to access A5 via the 
lower part of Streatley Rd. Increased traffic here will be a 
danger to children using Streatley Gdns. This can be avoided 
by having a no right turn at the A5 end of Burton Rd. Lose of 
12 spaces is far too many as we already have too many bike 
sheds 
 

Torbay Road • There is poor evidence of need for this complicated scheme 
and little local support. A simpler scheme to address issues in 
Dyne road could be considered but this scheme drives traffic 



 

 

elsewhere including into Torbay; restricts access in unhelpful 
ways and deprives residents - again particularly in Torbay rd of 
parking they pay for and restricted access to other local 
streets. I am also concerned about ASB and drinking/ drug use 
in the closed areas with planters which become scruffy unless 
maintained. I also cannot see how service/ emergency and 
large vehicles such as dustbin lorries will negotiate the 
restricted access. It is a very heavy handed scheme to 
address something that is of far less importance to residents 
than ASB, uneven and poorly maintained pavements, litter, 
crime and tree loss. I feel this is being imposed on us for no 
good reason and is to detriment of all streets other than, 
possibly, Dyne road. 

• Although I agree with the issues raised, and like the idea of 
none planters. There is an increasing problem with litter and 
dog mess.  However the overall scheme sounds promising. 

• I have lived at my property for over 30yrs and I think that if you 
aim to put cameras on dyne road it should be accessible to all 
residents of torbay road and to say that it would be impossible 
to monitor, then how do car parks monitor cars 

• Agree with the need to reduce traffic. Strongly disagree with 
the multiple solutions proposed. Extremely concerned about 
planters and other physical restrictions in an area where that 
are so many issues of drug dealers. Why not implement a 
camera based solution across the entire zone 

• Unnecessary intrusive suggestion. This will be expensive to 
operate and police 

• Presumably this will cause more traffic to use Willesden Lane 

• I welcome this initiative but will wait to see if it works 

• Traffic on Dyne Road is exceedingly fast and dangerous. 

• Very pleased to know these issues are being addressed 

• Thank you for pressing ahead with this. As a resident of 
Torbay Road for the past 8 years I have seen the detrimental 
impact of the increased traffic, noise and pollution  

• I welcome every aspect of the proposals, as a resident, parent, 
cyclist and walker. The sacrifice of a few parking spaces is a 
small inconvenience to achieve benefits of quieter streets, 
safer cycling, less rubbish, less traffic.  

• I think the restrictions are good however there is a major 
missing part for Torbay road - specifically illegal parking for the 
Tesco at the junction of torbay road and willesden lane.  

• I do not think these restrictions should be added at all, we 
already have a school restriction on Clarence road that we are 
mindful of as residents. The proposed blockages would cause 
more traffic to build up on Willesden lane  

• There is very limited cut-through traffic effectively occurring in 
this specific area. 

• The planters used in similar schemes in the area are all badly 
maintained. Plants die and are not well looked after. They are 
also all used as fly-tipping locations on a daily basis 

• Cutting off Dyne Road will effectively push traffic (including 



 

 

visitors and delivery drivers) to Torbay Road which already has 
less access due to the healthy street school scheme twice a 
day, plus the proposed loss of six parking places. 

• I largely support the proposed changes, with one caviat. In 
order for the planters and road blocks to work Brent has to 
deal with fly tipping. Last summer the stench in Roundwood 
Road NW10 from dumped garbage was disgusting. 

• Sounds like a good idea though test period is needed to 
understand impact on resident parking/traffic 

• The proposals do not create a healthier area for the following 
reasons:-1.  Road blockages create more pollution by 
residents, service vehicles, and visitors/driving around, 
reversing, queuing, waiting etc and potentially leads to road 
rage. 

• How can you prevent the areas with planters etc. from 
becoming a rubbish dump / area where drug dealers 
congregate/ drugs are taken as is the case in other areas 
locally where these planters and traffic calming areas have 
been introduced? 

• This is an admirable initiative in an inner-city residential 
neighbourhood where there are far too many cars and far too 
much through traffic. Public transport in Kilburn is unequalled 
so most local people don't need cars and cars from elsewhere 
have no real reason to be driving here. 

• I welcome these measures to reduce traffic. 

• The Tesco Express at Willesden Lane creates a lot of 
dangerous parking and traffic into Torbay Rd. The parking 
rules are largely not followed and cars stand idling on double 
yellow lines. 

• The scheme is clearly designed to benefit Dyne Rd and does 
not explain properly the knock on effects to Torbay Rd 

• Disagree with all you have said. Fix the pavement as it is 
dangerous to elderly people and people with poor sight 

• Don’t think many cars use this road or neighbouring as cut 
throughs.  

• Concerned about increased pressure and overflow on Torbay 
Rd as a result 

• Great plan. About time. Will the council look after the planters? 

• If anything has to be done about the traffic flow it should be 
much more targeted eg width restrictions or no left/right turns 

• Colossal waste of money, Not that much traffic cutting through 

• Not much traffic on Torbay Rd so no need for restrictions. This 
creates more pollutioon on times of climate change 

• Traffic through Torbay, Plympton, Buckley Rd and others from 
KHR never was a problem for local residents 

• Disagree with plans as it stands. This will cause more 
problems 

• Over elaborate and unnecessary solution to a largely non-
existent problem 

• Planters have been installed at the end of Priory Park Road 
and people use them to dump litter big or small (clothes, 



 

 

bottles, mattresses etc) so experience in the area has shown 
that it is not a good idea.  I am also concerned that if traffic is 
blocked at the end of Torbay Rd and Plymton Rd, the end of 
the street will become a quiet area where the drug addicts and 
drug dealers will meet. 

• I’m not OK with Dyne road becoming a private road. I think it’s 
unfair for other roads, which will get all the traffic, especially 
Willesden lane, people live there too. I like the idea of having 
planters on Plympton road though because that’s where I have 
notice cut through traffic. Torbay road and Dyne road are quite 
roads in my opinion. I think areas with planters are subject to 
littering so having one in this area is enough! 

• Parking spaces will be compromised on Torbay road if 6 bays 
are removed.  Restrictions on Dyne rd will generate visitors 
parking on Torbay rd, which will impact further on parking 
spaces. Planters will be a dumping ground for rubbish, as 
witnessed on local roads. 

• We strongly disagree with all the proposals being put forward 
to restrict, delay and penalise the residents in the Kilburn 
Conservation Area and the methods and decision-making 
process used so far by the Council and its officers. The 
implications for many aspects of our lives will undoubtedly be 
destructive. Like so many ‘grand projects’, the solution to one 
issue is creating much worse ones elsewhere. The law of 
unintended consequences is ready to pounce. 

• Very little traffic using Torbay Rd as a through road. This will 
make things much worst and casue confusion and make the 
area more dangerous 

• People on Torbay Road should have access to Dyne Road at 
any time 

• The Engagement Programme and report thereon was 
undertaken by Living Streets, whose mission is to promote a 
better walking environment. As such there is inevitably an 
inherent bias to the work performed. This bias is apparent 
throughout the report. The report is based upon an unsound 
methodology, biased interpretation of data and provides 
recommendations that are not supported by the findings. 
 

Willesden 
Lane 

• Bad for all concerned, spend money on police, homelessness, 
potholes & rubbish collections 

• Waste of money 

• There’s should be speed restrictions and cameras to monitor 
all roads mentioned, No 1 -way system or access restrictions 
put in place 

• Strongly in favour of reducing traffic, reducing speeding 
vehicles, minimising traffic noise and pollution 

• Will cause more pollution by pushing cars to other roads, limit 
movements plus against human rights 

• I agree that neighbourhoods need to be protected - so am 
largely in favour - but the fear here is that it’s going to drive 
even more traffic on Willesden lane (which is also a 



 

 

neighbourhood with many residents ) 

• Parking is already difficult. Reducing bay & making deliveries 
harder will have a negative impact 

• Anything to stop people speeding & riding mopeds is a positive 
action. Also consider putting up cameras on Willesden Lane 

• More money on protecting homeless, more measures to make 
women feel safe, knife disposal bins, measures to make 
women feel safe, council funded nightlife opportunities for 
students & young people 

• This will only make traffic on kilburn hr and Willesden Lane 
worse Marking it unliveable for those who live there. More 
police is what we need there's a crackhead epidemic on our 
doorstep. 

• I would like the road to be not much traffic as it makes me late 
to work 

• Traffic levels should be reduced on residential streets 

• Strongly against as I believe during morning rush traffic will 
only become worse. 1 way roads is a terrible idea and drivers 
will be negatively affected 

• Dyne Rd is a the big problem 
 

Outside of 
consultation 
area 

• This is a scheme that is not warranted for the low amount of 
traffic in the area. The net effect of this will be to cut residents 
off from the other half of their area, and far from cut through 
traffic ceasing, so will our own cars be unable to easily get 
around. The resulting congestion increase on main roads will 
completely undermine any supposed health benefits. 

• Again going after the motorists,   people will make mistakes, 
and you will fine them,  why not put a gate one the roads 
instead? (You won't because there will be no revenue) 

• Looks great! Would make me feel a lot safer walking and 
cycling around here 

• I disagree because there is no adequate reasonable provision 
for private hire vehicles (PHV) to pick up or drop off in the area 
concerned. this creates safety and accessibility issues on 
many levels for residents as PHV are a necessary and 
sometime vital service to vulnerable residents. 

• I think that these proposals are excellent and will improve the 
local area a lot. Would it be possible to make the zebra 
crossing on Willesden Lane near Douglas Road a parallel 
crossing with cycle provision? 

• Anything that reduces car use levels in Kilburn is a very good 
thing 

• I live in the adjacent neighbourhood south of Willesden Lane. 
Our area was traffic calmed many years ago and it has made 
a huge difference to rat running, so I support the latest Kilburn 
scheme. 

• I love these plans but I live on Winchester Avenue and am 
concerned that our road, already used as a cut-through, may 
see more traffic as drivers speed up willesden lane 

• These roads are not overly busy. Many people are unaware of  



 

 

them being cut through. Doing this will just make more traffic 
on the already overused main roads. 
 

 
 


