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This consultation is a statutory notification carried out in September 2016.  The consultation 
document contained the context and detail of proposed temporary measures. The 
information is reproduced below:  

 
Statutory Notification: The Bank N6: Temporary Traffic Management  
 
A statutory notification letter was distributed to local properties on 23 
September 2016.   In the letter the council stated its view that the presence of 
parked vehicles reduces road width which hinders passing traffic and  also 
results in HGVs travelling too close to, and damaging, the wall and railings.    
Temporary measures to address the risk of the railings or wall collapsing have 
been drawn up and are intended to compel vehicles to drive in the middle of 
the road.  The temporary measures proposed are: 
 

1.  Double yellow line (DYL) parking restrictions apart from a short section 

to permit loading.  

2.  A hatched (diamond pattern yellow lines) area next to the wall/railings 

to exclude traffic. 

3. Planters and bollards positioned next to the solid white line to 

segregate this area. 

 
A permanent scheme to strengthen the wall and railings will be commenced 
after further discussions with English Heritage.    
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Consultation Analysis 
 
 
While there is general support for measures to address the problem; a number of residents 
comment that the proposed measures could be improved in order to tackle what they see 
as the main problem; namely heavy goods vehicles: HGVs  
 
Table 1 below shows the overall level of support, objection or no view either way.  35% of 
respondents object to the proposed measures, 30% support, and 35% neither support nor 
object but comment in general.      
 
Table 2 breaks down the responses by road of residence for reasons discussed below. 
 
 
Table 1 

 

 
 
Table 2  (percentages read across ) 

 

 
 
Table 3.  Reason given for objecting (where applicable) 
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Case Summaries 

Comments 

Response

 

Road 

Support 

 to comments / objections

or 

object 

Cholmeley 

 

Support 

 

Support 

Park 

If you had done a traffic study instead of 

We  agree which is why the 

parking and structure; you would have found 

measures include removing 

Cholmeley 

out that there is no through  traffic - only those 

 

Object 

parking bays so that vehicles do 

Park 

who park.  DYL would stop the problem of 

not have to 'manoeuvre' but can 

damage caused by vehicles manoeuvring  past 

drive through safely 

parked vehicles.  The bollards are naff. 

Cholmeley 

 

Support 

 

Support 

Park 

Do you really think that DYL will stop parents 

DYL will be enforced and will tackle 

Cholmeley 

Other 

dropping off their kids outside the school?   

 

obstructive and inappropriate 

Park 

view 

The existing DYL on The Bank, Highgate Hill , 

parking. 

and Cholmeley Park are constantly ignored. 

Lack of parking already restricts visits from my  We accept there will be reduced 

Cholmeley 

daughter. Removal of more than 10 spaces will 

parking and we are currently 

 

Object 

Park 

exacerbate the problem.  Has any consideration  looking at alternative parking 

been given to alternative provision? 

provision. 

This work is clearly essential but we'd like to 

know how much it has been caused by the 

Objection is not applicable 

Channing works.  It highlights the need to 

because damage is not caused by 

Cholmeley 

Other 

coordinate parking in the immediate area and 

 

the works and in any event 

Park 

view 

not remove more parking spaces in Cholmeley 

Channing school has a separate 

Park to assist Channing builders.  Consider 

entrance on Cholmeley Park 

reinstating some of the removed spaces - 

allegedly removed as a temporary measure. 

Objection is unfounded because 

This scheme fails to enforce the recommended 

HGVs are NOT the cause of 

Cholmeley 

Other 

weight limit for HGVs - which are the real  cause 

 

damage.  The cause of damage is 

Park 

view 

of damage t the Bank.  You need to provide 

careless driving by those parking 

evidence to support claims. 

on The Bank 

Support (The proposed measures 

Necessary to work on parking because the 

are indeed designed to 'work on 

Bank is totally congested at school time.  The 

Cromwell 

parking'.  In terms of sharp railings, 

 

Support 

railings are very sharp and many children play 

Ave 

we would advise that the school be 

by them as they are right opposite Channing 

contacted directly in respect of 

School.  Any way to solve this? 

children playing round them). 



[bookmark: 4]This is a badly thought out and discriminatory 

scheme and I strongly object.        The damage 

you refer to ( both brickwork and railings ) is 

caused by heavy lorries  (construction at 

Channing School),  4x4s   and delivery vans .    

As a local resident I have witnessed this on 

numerous occasions. The damage is not 

caused by cars parking. I would like to see your  Damage is not caused by HGVs 

evidence that this is the case. Taking away the 

going accessing the school but by 

Highgate 

 

Object 

parking bays but allowing drop offs to the 

careless driving and parking.  In 

Hill 

school smacks of favouritism. You mention that  any event Channing School now 

access would be for essential repairs and 

has its own entrance 

emergency vehicles . How do you propose to 

limit this ? How do you propose to stop the 

very large 4x4s  which constantly drive up The 

Bank to drop children off at the school ? Maybe 

you should introduce some bollards that can 

only be raised and lowered by emergency 

vehicles. 

We propose to address this 

through our parking measures and 

Calming across whole road needed to prevent 

Highgate 

by introducing the loading bay by 

 

Object 

rat running if there are no parked cars.  Could 

Hill 

the school entrance.  We would not 

there be some parking for residents-only? 

introduce  rising bollards in this 

type of environment 

Totally unacceptable.  I don't want to park 

Measures represent a cost efficient 

hundreds of yards from home when parking is 

Highgate 

interim solution while a long term 

 

Object 

already limited.  However, do spend the money 

Hill 

solution is debated by relevant 

required to repair the retaining wall.  That's why  parties and authorities. 

we pay your already excessive council tax! 

Unsure why the Channing delivery bay is by 

their main entrance, when most deliveries go to 

Highgate 

Support (query is taken care of by 

 

Support 

the entrance at the top of the Bank by 

Hill 

our loading bay measure. 

Cholmeley Park.  What will happen if houses 

106 - 112 need removal vans or similar? 

Highgate 

 

Support 

 

Support 

Hill 



[bookmark: 5]1. Broadly it would seem that it would be more 

cost effective and less disruptive to the 

community around The Bank if a permanent 

scheme to resolve this issue were put in place 

immediately, rather than a stop gap measure. 2. 

If the proposed temporary arrangements must 

go ahead, I would argue the proposed loading 

bay should be at the top end of The Bank 

(closer to Cholmeley Park) where the road is 

slightly wider. Positioning it in the narrowest 

section of The Bank will inevitably cause 

problems for other vehicles. I dispute the claim 

A permanent solution has yet to be 

that the road width will be adequate for road 

agreed and will be very expensive.  

users to drive between the bollards and any 

Current measures represent a 

lorry parked in the bay. I would also point out 

Highgate 

sensible and necessary interim 

 

Object 

that positioning the loading bay so close to 

Hill 

intervention.  We agree with the 

residential homes will cause considerable 

loading bay and that is precisely 

nuisance. 3. Most significantly, these ill 

what our measures propose to do.  

considered proposals will remove 16/17 

Parking provision will be reviewed. 

resident and business parking spaces. 

Resident parking spaces on Highgate Hill are 

already hugely oversubscribed, particularly 

during the Channing school run when the 

situation for those of us who live here is 

intolerable. Removing so many parking spaces 

will make an already difficult situation 

impossible. I would argue that the removal of 

parking spaces must be coupled with an 

extension of the resident parking permit hours 

so that what little parking remains can actually 

be used by residents. 

We want to continue to park on the Bank.  All 

the damage is done by commercial vehicles 

visiting the school and by parents who insist on  No, the damage is not done by 

Other 

 

The Bank 

driving huge 4 by 4s up the road.   Damage also  commercial vehicles - see previous 

view 

being done by council bin lorries.   We propose  comments. 

having an access-only system for residents and 

emergency school access 



[bookmark: 6]We used to have a single bay outside but this 

was removed some time ago. I strongly object 

to our amenity being eroded by removing the 

parking.   Only three or four Bank residents 

park on the Bank. We have had to compete for 

space with non residents which is to be 

expected but we have worked hard with the 

school to try to reduce the amount of traffic on 

the Bank.      All the damage you mention has 

been caused by commercial delivery vehicles 

which have nothing to do with us. There has 

been a complete lack of investment by the 

council to repair and improve the road and the 

pavement and all requests to improve the 

situation have fallen on deaf ears. The school is 

in the process of permanently moving it's 

access to Chomondley Park and we have been 

discussing ways of discouraging school traffic 

with  Channing.  What we are in favour of, as 

are the school of restricting the Bank to Access  We are currently looking at 

Only specifically for the school and residents  

alternative parking provision. We 

 

The Bank 

Object 

as we have already had to deal with issues of 

do understand this is a problem for 

people using it as a rat run or parents using it 

some local residents. 

as a means to drop off and go back in the 

direction they came from. As there are so few 

residents with cars surely it would not be too 

difficult to issue residents with specific permits 

for four bays adjacent to the houses and the 

bottom entrance to the school. I have seen 

Ocado vans , large school delivery lorries and 

other unsuitable vehicles mounting the curb on 

the railing side of the Bank on a regular basis. 

Damage has been done to the grade 1 Ghanaian 

High Commission by vehicles too large to make 

the tight turn to drive up. Roy Hill mentioned 

that there have already been discussions with 

residents about this but the recent circular was 

the first we heard of any proposals. As we have 

a direct stake in the future of our access to our 

own houses I would respectfully suggest that 

the council engage in direct dialogue with us 

and the school who I know feel similarly to us. 



[bookmark: 7]....Proposals might include the possibility of 

closing the Bank to all traffic other than that 

required for service or disabled access to the 

school and for access to and parking for 

residents of The Bank.  It is considered that this 

option would help to substantially reduce traffic 

along the Bank and would also have the added 

significant benefit of improving safety at the 

start and end of each working day as the Bank 

Support (Rising bollards would not 

 

The Bank 

Support 

would essentially be pedestrian only for much 

be appropriate in this location) 

of the day.  It would also still allow for the 

railings to be protected in the most ‘at risk’ 

areas and for some of the current bays to be 

retained for residents of The Bank and for 

deliveries/disabled access to the school.   

Access could be controlled through a bollard or 

similar measures.  The school would support 

considering the merits of such an approach 

with other parties. 

Due to the small volume of motor traffic using 

The Bank, we suggest that a contra flow cycle 

lane is not necessary and there could be double 

yellow lines on both sides, though strict 

enforcement would then be necessary. If 

narrowing of the road to prevent parking is the 

ultimate aim, we suggest a line of bollards, with 

hatching, in place of the planters may be more 

suitable.  As we know from Royal College 

Non local / 

Street, planters can easily be knocked aside by 

lobby 

These comments are noted and 

Other 

motor vehicles and are less visible as they are 

 

group / 

logged as views expressed by a 

view 

lower, though perhaps if there is to be an 

statutory 

non-local lobby group 

agreement in place with Channing School for 

body 

the maintenance of the planters they could be 

successful.  Any narrowing of the road must 

leave adequate width for cycle contra-flow.  If 

narrowing of the road in this way does not 

leave adequate width for cycle contra-flow, and 

it is decided to implement a protected cycle 

lane, to inhibit car parking, this would need to 

be on the pavement side of the road, or the MV 

one way would need to be reversed 



[bookmark: 8]We understand that residents in Cromwell 

Avenue are concerned that it currently has 

some 6 bays out of action because of 

developments currently in progress at 

Greenview Court and 16 Winchester Place, and 

that the reduction of spaces on The Bank could 

Non local / 

exacerbate the parking stress in Cromwell 

These comments are noted 

lobby 

Avenue. Might we also add that, add that, since 

Other 

and logged as views 

 

group / 

The Bank is not only in a Conservation Area, 

view 

expressed by a non-local 

statutory 

but is a Grade II Listed Structure in its own 

lobby group 

body 

right, any proposed works should be approved 

by your Conservation Officer (to whom we are 

copying this). In Particular, all yellow lines 

should be no more than 5cm wide and in a 

primrose yellow colour, as permitted in national 

regulations for road markings in Conservation 

Areas 

The wholly inadequate 10am - 12 noon CPZ in 

Cromwell Avenue provides very limited benefit 

to us as residents, with parking used 

extensively by people either working down the 

Operating times in the local 

hill at Whittington hospital or living on Hornsey  CPZ will be reviewed.  We do 

Lane (many of whom are not being forced to 

not apply all day-every day 

Cromwell 

Other 

20 

pay for permits!).  I would like to know why the 

parking restrictions unless 

Ave 

view 

Haringey CPZ is not providing similar hours of 

considered necessary from a 

restriction to Islington (or any other Borough 

traffic management 

one seems to visit in London), namely "all day"  perspective. j 

and weekends? And why doesn't the council do 

remedial structural work on the Bank to ensure 

parking and access can continue? 

 

 
 




    

  

  
