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I object to the extension of the double yellow lines down into Midhurst Ave from Fortis Green. These are additional parking spaces used by residents of the mansion 
flats across Fortis Green and will simply force them to park further down Midhurst Ave thus reducing spaces for other residents. I pay a lot of money for a CPZ on 
our road and can barely park there as it is - this will make it worse for no discernible benefit. The traffic that backs up on Fortis Green will not be improved by this - 
and the junction is not currently dangerous. 
The current parking arrangements in the Fortis Green area work well and the number of parking spaces is about right for the number of local residents. 

Importantly, drivers, and especially drivers of longer wheelbase vehicles, are currently forced to slow down when reaching a junction.

Extending the length of double yellow lines near junctions to 10 metres would mean that drivers (and, in particular, drivers of delivery vehicles) will not need to slow 
down as much when going around corners (i.e. junctions).

Simply put, longer radius corners can be taken at higher speeds.  Providing 10m of double yellow lines at junctions would increase the turning radius at these 
junctions and permit higher cornering speeds.

This will inevitably lead to increased vehicle speeds on residential roads and thus result in reduced safety for pedestrians. This is in direct contradiction to the 
Statement of Reasons given for the proposed changes.

As you will be aware, there have been reports in the national media recently describing the danger to pedestrians due to delivery drivers being under relentless 
pressure to meet delivery targets. A large proportion of these deliveries are made to residential addresses. 

Delivery vehicles make up a significant proportion of traffic on residential roads in the Fortis Green area. There is a large primary school at the end of Lauradale 
Road and we do not need delivery vehicles to drive any faster than they already do.

Only last month, our (parked) car was significantly damaged when hit by a speeding delivery driver.

Separately, removing a significant number of parking spaces from the Fortis Green area can only make it more difficult (for everyone) to park close to where they 
live.

In summary, the proposed changes are unnecessary, will mean that residents (including elderly people and those with young children) will find it more difficult to 
park near their homes and, of greatest concern, is very likely to result in delivery vans driving through residential areas at higher speeds.

The proposed changes would therefore be detrimental, both to the amenity of residents and to the safety of pedestrians.

I object to the proposals for removing parking spaces in the area, because I don’t feel there is sufficient justification for them.  Also parking spaces in Springcroft 
Avenue  are already much reduced because of the number of properties with off-road parking.

I object to the main part of the proposals to extend double yellow lines at both ends of Leaside Avenue, N10. The proposals will significantly impact the ability of 
residents to park near their homes. The extension of double yellow lines at the top and bottom of Leaside Avenue will effectively come at the expense of 8 parking 
spaces.  Assuming each house has 1 car this alone equates to a reduction by about 10%.  The effect on parking will be compounded by the extension of double 
yellow lines on neighbouring streets including Fortis Green, the net effect of which will make it significantly harder to park on the street and will likely result in many 
homeowners paving over their front gardens to install a driveway. This will increase hardstanding which will negatively effect drainage; further reduce parking 
spaces due to the addition of dropped curbs; reduce the number of trees and shrubs which will have a detrimental impact on the environment and imoact the visual 
appeal of the area. Further, BT has recently proposed to re-purpose their green cabinets to electric car charging stations. The green cabinet on Leaside Avenue is 
situated on top part of the street where the extension of double lines is proposed. This will likely rule out use of the BT green cabinet for much needed EV charging.  I 
do agree that extending the double yellow lines on Fortis Green a short way either side of Leaside Avenue will improve visibility (and safety) for cars turning left or 
right from Leaside Avenue onto Fortis Green.
This seems to be a draconian over reaction. I can understand and would support the application of double lines within 2 metres of a corner to allow visibility and 
ease of access. However, 10 metres is far too excessive and will increase parking problems. This will in turn add to air quality problems as motorists would be 
forced to drive further to try and find a suitable parking space. This just seems to be a further, needless restriction designed to hit the motorist even harder with 
fines. I note that after Newham, Haringey already has the second highest level of parking fine revenue in the country (137,415 fines; £9.89 million revenue). This 
just seems an excuse to raise further revenue at the expense of the motorist and air quality.
 I am objecting to the proposal part I which proposes extending the double yellow lines at the top of Pages Hill. I do not agree that it will improve public safety.  
Meanwhile I think the bigger issue is the bus stops at the top of Pages Hill on Pages Lane. These cause many more public safety issues and the extending of the 
double yellow lines will have no impact on this and is not necessary
I object to extending the yellow lines on Pages Hill, it’s difficult enough to park there and it would not enhance pedestrian safety. The biggest risk to pedestrian 
safety on Pages Hill by far is the bus stop being so close to the junction, restricting drivers and pedestrian views and cars overtake the bus at the junction which is 
high risk for pedestrians . If that could be moved further back on Pages Lane, that would be much safer. 
I strongly oppose the introduction of extended double yellow lines at the top of Pages Hill. I feel that the proposed extension of the double yellow lines here is 
unnecessary and will further encroach on the limited parking available in the road. We have in recent years lost local parking due to the addition of a disabled bay 
(very rarely used) and restrictions placed in the adjacent Pages Lane. I feel that the existing double yellow lines at the top of Pages Hill are quite adequate to allow 
people to cross safely; traffic coming up Pages Hill is slow due to the incline and narrowness of the street. In nearly 23 years of living here I have not been aware of 
any safety issues or incidents. 
My objection is that there is a need for parking on Annington Road/ Fortis Green Avenue junction, that it has already been reduced by the introduction of the bike 
park, and that visibility is good and safety doesn’t require the length of double yellow line proposed.

I object to 2023-T31 Batch 1 Fortis Green, specifically the plans for Lauradale Road and Fortis Green Avenue:

1. LACK OF LOCAL CONTEXT. The proposal appears to apply a one-size-fits-all approach, resulting in excessively-long double yellow sections. There appears to 
have been little local context taken into account - e.g. some roads are heavily trafficked  by pedestrians and cars, others are not, and yet they are treated the same. 
It would be easier to support the scheme had local requirements on parking been taken into account. By choosing arbitrary 10 metres, some householders are very 
adversely affected; 7 and 9 Lauradale Road, 75 and 73 Fortis Green Avenue lose ALL of the spaces they might normally park in.

2. REDUCED PARKING SPACES. Lauradale Road has 3 junctions yet is a short road. Parking for residents is already a challenge. By extending parking bans on all 
three junctions, you are taking away a very considerable number of parking places for residents. This this proposal will force householders, who already pay a CPZ 
fee to Haringey, to look for spaces even further from their front door or in adjacent roads. Due to the approach described in #1 above, Lauradale Road is 
disproportionately affected. And for little gain, given it is not a road cars tend to drive fast along.

3. REASONS FOR THE SCHEME PROVIDED BY COUNCIL LACK DETAIL. The Council has proved only two very short bullet points as justifications for such a vast 
scheme affecting huge numbers of residents. There is no evidence provided by the Council that this proposal will materially improve road safety and it is laughable 
that the Council's resources could be spent across the area on two short sentences lacking any real details.

4. INCREASED TRAFFIC SPEEDS. My experience is that the narrow side roads in my local area, which contain parked cars, do not experience excessive speeds of 
cars - since the vehicles have to drive with some caution. Particularly at the junction with Lauradale Road and Midhurst Avenue, when there are few parked cars 
there, moving vehicles tend to take the corner much more quickly. The parked cars force the moving vehicle to slow down at the corner. This double yellow 
proposal could see vehicles actually taking the junctions more quickly.

5. ORDER AND PLANS DO NOT MATCH. The plan provided in the consultation for directly opposite our house  (drawing 13-1165-FG-TMO-18) shows northside 
Lauradale Road west extension of 6.96m and east extension of 7.37m, but the Order says 1.3 metres and 2.6 metres, respectively, for the same locations. The 
consultation documents and Order cannot there be relied upon and I do not see how the Council can implement a scheme on inconsistent drawings and plans.

We wholly object to the proposals outlined by Haringey Council in the T31 Road Danger Reduction Programme Batch 1 - Fortis Green for a number of reasons:
1.  There is no supporting information to explain why a distance of ten metres for double yellow lines on approaches to junctions is recommended, where this 
recommendation comes from and why it is to be adopted as the desirable distance for every junction in Batch 1.
2.  There is no analysis or historic data on how dangerous each junction in Batch 1 has been and how many accidents or deaths have occurred.
3.  There is no analysis of traffic volumes, sight lines or other features specific to each junction in Batch 1.
4.  Although it is stated that Haringey Council is proposing to spend £3.5m over the next 12 months, the documents made available provide no financial information 
as to what it will cost to undertake the works proposed for Batch 1.
5.  As such, there is no detailed analysis incorporating traffic, safety, financial or other parameters to support the case that the proposals will reduce road danger 
at junctions and help Haringey Council achieve the Mayor of London’s target to eliminate all road deaths by 2041.
6.  Instead, there is a one size fits all solution being put forward that will reduce available parking spaces on many residential streets and no account has been 
taken of the knock on effect this may have on road safety, such as increased double parking by delivery vans and greater congestion as residents circulate to find a 
parking space.
I wish to object to this proposal to extend the double yellow lines in our area to a blanket  10 metres around all road corners.
I believe the residents have not been properly considered with this proposal or question about their views.  While it is true that the appropriate notices have been 
posted this does not represent a democratic view of the residents beliefs as to whether the proposal will be beneficial to safety or the area
The increase in double yellow line length will mean a significant loss in parking , particularly in Annington Road and as residents of  Annington road
we are against the proposal as it will mean an increase in cars circling around our streets looking for parking spaces which will lead to increased traffic around our 
streets, particularly at times when pedestrians and children are most likely to cross the streets.
There is also no information supplied or research detailed in the proposal as to how many accidents  extending the lines  will prevented - or whether accidents will 
increase due to unforeseen consequences
Delivery vans will also not bother to even try and respect the double yellow lines at all as there will be so few spaces to park.
Today , on a walk into Muswell hill I counted  three delivery vans parked on double yellows with another five in parking spaces. Money would probably be better spent  
in double yellow enforcement of existing double yellow  to improve safety.
Finally I believe that local considerations have not been taken into account.  
I live at 11 Annington Road on the corner with Keynes Close.  There is extremely low traffic density both along Annington Road , but especially into Keynes Close. 
Houses at 11 Annington Road and 15 Annington Road are set back from the pavement and there is excellent  visibility into Keynes Close.  By extending the double 
yellow on this junction three parking spaces will be lost with no benefit to road safety .
I do not believe it will make pedestrians easier to be seen or able to cross the road  nor will it improve accessibility.
On the junction of Annington road and Fortis green avenue there is slightly more traffic , but little traffic turning right from Annington road into FortisGreen Avenue  
or turning right into Annington road from FortisGreen Avenue. 

I strongly object to the extension of the proposed extension of the double yellow lines at the top of Fortis Green Avenue. I believe that the reduction of parking 
spaces is unjustified, especially as the council gave planning permission of the conversion of the old police station to flats with no additional accommodation or 
consideration for parking as part of that planning application. 
More vehicles hovering to find a parking space will lead to less pedestrian safety, especially for children. Additionally delivery drivers will inevitably end up double-
parking to avoid being ticketed for stopping on a double yellow, and thus totally counterproductive. 
This will cause huge amounts of parking problems with the school very nearby and so many residents competing for very limited spots. I strongly object and think it 
will cause issues and disturbance for residents and non residents alike.

I object to these proposals. 
Increasing double yellow lines will make it even harder to find parking spaces in this busy hinterland.
It's already very difficult with the residents, businesses and daytime workers fighting over limited spaces already.
Local businesses would suffer as their customers find it harder and harder to visit. 
I can't agree to the justification either without evidence to prove it would make any difference to safety.

I object to the proposal to extend the double yellow line on Fortis Green outside the Clissold Arms public house as these parking spaces are vital for the local 
community of residents and businesses. 
The local businesses need these spaces for themselves or their clients as they have a high turnover of clients during the day.  These are all small, independent 
businesses who rely on transient clients, requiring the ability to visit them and park their cars temporarily. All of the businesses have a high turnover of short stay 
clients. 
Consequently, the spaces are currently frequently used by various cars throughout the day and evening.  
Such businesses include Kimberley’s the hairdressers, funeral directors Leverton and Sons, expert Clock maker and Restorer John Kendal, GMS Joinery, and the 
Indian Rasoi restaurant. The car parking spaces are also used by visitors to the Clissold Arms especially when they hold large events such as funerals and their own 
parking facilities are insufficient. There can also be overspill from the Majestic wine warehouse. 
There are a large number of local residents who live above the businesses, adjacent to and opposite the Clissold Arms and in the surrounding cottages who also 
need car parking spaces. 
As you are also proposing to reduce the number of spaces in surrounding streets this will further impact local residents who already have to frequently park in the 
surrounding streets. This will add to pollution as residents will have to drive around to attempt to secure a parking space. 
Surely Haringey supports reducing pollution not increasing it?
This will also make it impossible to use an electric vehicle as there won’t be any possible way to charge the vehicle close to home as residents in other local streets 
do.
Surely at this terrible time of financial hardship Haringey should be supporting residents and independent local businesses not reducing their ability to run a 
business?
I further note that there haven’t been any deaths or serious accidents on any of the corners of local roads where you are proposing to extend the double yellow lines 
so it does appear that this is an unnecessary, costly, wasteful exercise that is completely unjustified. 

I object to the  proposal to extend the length of double yellow lines on these roads in Fortis Green area and in particular on Lauradale Road and the connecting 
roads to Lauradale road. All this proposal  will do is restrict  very signficantly the number of parking spaces on Lauradale Road and the surrounding roads. This 
reduction in parking spaces will  cause residents who have cars very severe difficulties as there is already too few parking spaces on these roads at times. Further 
there is no requirement to extend the double yellow lines in this area - it will be of no benefit at all from a safety perspective . Residents, pedestrians and drivers 
manage very well with the current set up and do not experience problems. Further it is quite possible that if the scheme is implemented it will means that drivers on 
these roads will increase their speeds as they will perceive there to be more space on the roads and will driver faster - so this will in fact reduce the safety of 
residents, drivers and pedestrians in these areas.  In summary this proposal is not going to have an  benefit and will be wholly detrimental to the community.  
Therefore I object for reasons of safety and parking. This is an unnecessary proposal that will be to the detriment of road users, pedestrians and residents. I wholly 
object to this proposal. 

- Double Yellow Lines.
I object to the imposition of two 10 metre strips of Double Yellow Lines at this junction of Hill Road N10 
This is equivalent to the removal of 10 parking spaces from the road, and will have a permanent and detrimental impact on the practicality of residents being able to 
park within a reasonable distance of their homes.
The proposition of 10metres is absurdly out of proportion with the street. 
This is a quiet residential street, the road is wide and the dropped kerb already prohibits parking on these corners .
I draw your attention to planning guidelines:

“The length of yellow lines can vary. For example, at junctions with busy main roads there may be eight to ten metres of parking restrictions to prevent congestion. 
In quieter residential roads, three to five metres is more usual to prevent vehicles parking up to corners and obstructing access and visibility.”

If the council feel compelled to paint lines, please keep them to a maximum of 3m.
I object to the removal of parking spaces outside the Clissold Arms on Fortis Green. There are not enough spaces on this road and we can't afford to lose the ones 
we have. The customers for the Clissold Arms and other businesses in the vicinity need these parking spaces. Please do not take them away.

Parking on our street has become much worse in recent years. As a resident for over 20 years, I welcomed the permit parking but that was before permission for 
extra houses and flats at the top of the road/junction with Fortis Green was given and the extra cars that brought to the street. I do not see how double yellow lines 
will be of any benefit to residents on the street, especially with shops and pubs so close.  I have never had or heard of a safety issue at this junction and to the 
junction on Annington Road. It will lead to further congestion and will do more harm than good. I wholeheartedly oppose this proposal and hope that you take 
residents opinions into consideration.
There is already a huge struggle for parking for residents at the top of Fortis Green Avenue. 

The street is the nearest place that residents of the flats on the main road can park - who are eligible for resident permits but don’t have bays nearer their own front 
door. It is also used by visitors to the pub on Fortis Green, Bubd restaurant on Fortis Green and the staff and visitors of the electrical shop on the corner too.

We are already a street of families with young children who can’t park outside our own houses due to the lack of space and extending the double yellow lines/ 
removing more spaces will substantially impact this problem. 

Already we often have to park around the corner from our own house on Annington Road and these proposals to remove parking bays and replace them with more 
double yellow lines will not only remove spaces by our property but also on Annington.

If the council wishes to remove bays - despite no accidents involving any cars or pedestrians at these junctions and no seeming danger whatsoever - then more 
restrictions need to be added for non residents to stop our street being used all the time (except Monday to Friday 11-1) and to alleviate the existing parking lack of 
capacity. 

I have also only seen these plans from a sign on a neighbouring street - no one has put anything through our door on on our road despite the huge implications it will 
have on us. 


