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LLiving Wightman petition 
5.1 A petition from Living Wightman was delivered to LB Haringey on 9 December 2016. According 

to the cover sheet delivered with the petition, the signatures were collected between June 
and early August 2016. The wording on the petition was as follows: 

 

5.2 There was a total of 1,017 signatures on this petition. 

5.3 As with the survey responses, we have completed an analysis of the locations of the 
signatories to this petition, based on address and postcode information from the petition. 
Postcodes from approximately 96% of signatories could be mapped successfully, while the 
remaining 38 signatories could not be mapped due to incorrect, incomplete or illegible 
postcodes. 

5.4 Some key characteristics relating to the locations of survey respondents include: 

As shown in Figure 5.1 below, just under three quarters of signatories were from within 
the study area. Just under a quarter were from outside the study area, and the remainder 
of signatories could not be mapped. 
Out of those signatories that could be mapped, about 91% were from within Haringey. A 
further 7% were from neighbouring boroughs. This is shown in Figure 5.2 below. 
For the signatures received from within Haringey (as shown in Figure 5.3 below), the most 
by far were from Harringay ward (81%). 6% were from Stroud Green ward, with 3% from 
St Ann’s ward. 
Within the study area (as shown in Figure 5.4 below), the overwhelming majority of 
signatures came from the Ladder sub-area (96%). 3% came from the Gardens sub-area, 
1% from the St Ann’s sub-area and less than 1% from the Hermitage sub-area. 

 

5 Petitions 
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FFigure 5.1: Living Wightman petition signatories by location (within or outside study area) 

 

 

Figure 5.2: Living Wightman petition signatories by borough 

 
Note: Signatories with an unknown location are not included 
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FFigure 5.3: Living Wightman petition signatories by Haringey ward 

 
Note: Only includes signatories located within Haringey 

Figure 5.4: Living Wightman petition signatories by study sub-area 

 
Note: Only includes signatories located within the study area 

 

717, 81%

49, 6%

29, 3%
21, 2%

11, 1% 10, 1%

50, 6%

Harringay Stroud Green St. Ann's Noel Park

West Green Hornsey Other wards

19, 3% 4, 0%

715, 96%

9, 1%

Gardens Hermitage Ladder St Ann's



Green Lanes Area Transport Study | Community engagement report 

 July 2017 | 58 

AAgainst changes petition 
5.5 A petition compiled by the organisations below was delivered to LB Haringey on 12 May 2017. 

There was a total of 3,478 signatures on this petition. 

 

5.6 There were two slightly different versions of the wording on this petition, although the two 
versions do not differ in substance. The two versions of the wording are set out below.
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5.7 As with the Living Wightman petition, we have completed an analysis of the locations of the 
signatories to this petition, based on information on the hard copy of the petition. The quality 
of the address information provided on this petition was variable, which means that only 
approximately 90% of signatories could be mapped successfully, while the remaining 359 
signatories could not be mapped due to incorrect, incomplete or illegible postcodes. 

5.8 Some key characteristics relating to the locations of survey respondents include: 

As shown in Figure 5.5 below, about 55% of signatories were from within the study area. 
About 35% were from outside the study area, and the remainder of signatories could not 
be mapped. 
Out of those signatories that could be mapped, about 70% were from within Haringey. A 
further 24% were from neighbouring boroughs. This is shown in Figure 5.6 below. 
For the signatures received from within Haringey (as shown in Figure 5.7 below), the most 
were from Harringay ward (45%). 10% were from St Ann’s ward, with 9% from Noel Park 
ward. 
Within the study area (as shown in Figure 5.8 below), most signatures came from the 
Ladder sub-area (75%). 11% came from the St Ann’s sub-area, 9% from the Gardens sub-
area and 5% from the Hermitage sub-area. 
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FFigure 5.5: Against changes petition signatories by location (within or outside study area) 

 

 

Figure 5.6: Against changes petition signatories by borough 

 
Note: Signatories with an unknown location are not included 
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FFigure 5.7: Against changes petition signatories by Haringey ward 

 
Note: Only includes signatories located within Haringey 

Figure 5.8: Against changes petition signatories by study sub-area 

 
Note: Only includes signatories located within the study area 
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A.1 This appendix includes the newsletters that were distributed to all properties in the study 
area: 

Round 1 newsletter (distributed in June 2016) 
Round 2 newsletter (distributed in April 2017) 

A Community newsletters



Level 5 Alexandra House 
10 Station Road, Wood Green 
London N22 7TR 
 
020 8489 1000 

 

www.haringey.gov.uk 

 

Traffic Management 

Ann Cunningham: Head of Traffic Management 

          24 June 2016 
 
Traffic and Transport in Your Area: Green Lanes Area Transport Study 
 
Dear Resident or Business, 
 
We have been listening to your concerns about traffic conditions in the Green Lanes area, and in 
response we commissioned the Green Lanes Area Transport Study.  The study area covers parts 
of Harringay, St Ann’s and Seven Sisters wards, as indicated on the map overleaf.  Taking an 
informed, evidence-based approach the study will identify measures designed to: 
 

Improve the ‘street scene’ environment 

Help manage traffic volume and routes 

Develop additional road safety measures 

Improve bus journey times and reliability 

Provide additional pedestrian and cycle accessibility measures 

Actively promote improved public health outcomes 
 
The study commenced in March, and so far we have been busy building an evidence base by 
looking at a range of data sources (including traffic counts). Interesting facts revealed by the 
Census, London Travel Demand Survey, and 2016 traffic surveys include the following: 
 

Between 2001 and 2011, the population of the study area has increased by 25%, but car 
ownership has fallen by 2% 

Traffic flows vary significantly.  Green Lanes carries over 20,000 vehicles a day, but most 
residential roads carry less than 1,000 vehicles a day 

Walking is the most common mode of transport for trips within the study area 

Study area residents using a private vehicle for their commute has declined from 30% in 
1991 to 18% in 2011 

61% of households in the study area do not have a car 
 
We want to hear from you!  The most important part of the study is getting your input and 
hearing your views on the main transport issues affecting your local area.  
 
To help this process, we have set up an interactive map on which you can mark the issues 
important to you. The interactive map will be live until Sunday 24th July 2016, so make sure you 
visit it on our website before then using this link: http://www.haringey.gov.uk/transport/green-
lanes-area-transport-study.  
 
Alternatively, you can email your feedback to frontline.consultation@haringey.gov.uk. Please put 
‘Green Lanes Study’ in the header of your email for ease of reference.   
 



The Sustainable Transport team will also be holding drop-in sessions, where you can meet with 
officers and find out more about the study. The date and locations of these sessions are listed 
below: 
 

Wednesday 29 June, 6:30-8:30pm at St Paul’s Parish Hall, Wightman Road N8 

Friday 1 July, 6:30-8:30pm at the New River Studios, 199 Eade Road N4  

Saturday 2 July, 12noon-3pm at St Ann’s Library on Cissbury Road N15  
 
Next steps 
 
Once we have had a chance to study your feedback, we will develop a number of possible 
options to improve the study area and will be consulting on these in autumn, before finalising 
proposals by the end of the year.   
 
For more information, please email frontline.consultation@haringey.gov.uk or visit the website.  
 
With thanks for your attention, we look forward to hearing from you. 
 
Yours faithfully, 

   
Ann Cunningham 
Head of Traffic Management 

 

        Map of Green Lanes Transport Study Area 

         
 



Traffic Management 

Ann Cunningham: Head of Traffic Management                                                                  

 
Traffic Management 
Level 5 Alexandra House 
10 Station Road, Wood Green 
London N22 7TR 

 

020 8489 1000 

 

 

www.haringey.gov.uk 

 
 

           3 April 2017 
 

Traffic and Transport in Your Area:  
Green Lanes Area Transport Study (GLATS) 
Dear Resident or Business, 

As you may be aware, we are currently undertaking the Green Lanes Area Transport Study, which covers 
parts of Harringay, St Ann’s and Seven Sisters wards (as shown on the map overleaf).   We first wrote to 
you about the study in June last year, asking for your views on the main transport issues affecting your 
local area. We would like to thank you for your feedback—we received an overwhelming response, with 
over one thousand comments made on our interactive website. 

Since then, we have been busy considering your comments, and we now have a range of potential options 
on which we would like your views.   These options vary in nature—some are relatively straightforward, 
whilst others are more aspirational schemes that may take longer to implement. 

Please note that many of these options have been developed based on suggestions made by 
stakeholders, and do not necessarily reflect Haringey policy at this stage.  

The potential options under consideration have been developed into a series of ‘packages’ by our 
consultants:   

AW: Area-wide improvements: Various options applicable to many locations throughout the study 
area
PC: Area-wide pedestrian and cycle network: Various options that would work together to create a 
series of attractive pedestrian and cycle links across the study area 

GL: Green Lanes package: Two alternatives that represent different potential levels of intervention: 

Alternative package GL1: Minor improvements: Generally leaving the existing layout of Green 
Lanes as it is, with some minor improvements along Green Lanes, particularly at signalised 
junctions
Alternative package GL2: Continuous cycle facility: Includes more radical changes to Green 
Lanes, including a continuous northbound cycle facility along Green Lanes 

WL: Wightman Road / Ladder area package: Four alternatives representing varying degrees of 
transformation:

Alternative package WL1: Minor improvements: Minor improvements relating to Wightman 
Road and the Ladder area, but with lower traffic impacts and costs 
Alternative package WL2: Wightman Road one-way (northbound): An intermediate alternative 
(with intermediate traffic impacts and costs), that would make Wightman Road one-way 



northbound, with the opportunity to create a continuous cycle facility along Wightman Road 
Alternative package WL3: Wightman Road one-way (southbound): The opposite of alternative 
package WL2, that would make Wightman Road one-way southbound 
Alternative package WL4: Wightman Road closed (filtered): The most radical and 
transformational alternative, that includes the closure (filtering) of Wightman Road, similar to the 
arrangement that was in place during the bridge replacement works in 2016; this alternative would 
have significant traffic impacts and costs 

HE: Hermitage area package: A range of options relating to the Hermitage area 
SA: St Ann’s / Gardens area package: A range of options relating to the St Ann’s and Gardens areas 

We now want to hear from you again! A very important part of this study is getting your input, to 
enable your views to be taken into account when deciding which packages and options may be 
implemented.

We have set up a study website, which contains full details on the packages and options, and also includes 
a survey to capture your views. The survey will be open until Sunday 14 May 2017, so make sure you visit 
before then. 

http://www.haringey.gov.uk/transport/green-lanes-area-transport-study 
If you are unable to access the online survey, please write to us to request a hard copy of the survey. 

We will also be holding drop-in sessions, where you can meet with the study team and find out more about 
the packages and options. The dates and locations of these sessions are listed below: 

Wednesday 5 April, from 6:30-8:30pm at the St Paul’s Parish Hall, Wightman Road N8 
Friday 7 April, from 6:30-8:30pm at the Turkish Cypriot Community Association, 628-630 Green Lanes, 
N8 0SD 
Saturday 8 April, from 12-2pm at the Woodlands Park Nursery School & Children’s Centre, Woodlands 
Park Road, N15 3SD 

Next steps 
Once the survey has closed, we will consider your feedback before finalising the study this summer. The 
implementation of any options would be subject to the availability of funding, further consultation and 
normal decision making processes. 

A bid for £350k was included within the Local Implementation Plan (LIP) funding applications for the 
2017/18 financial year.   If successful this would help deliver short term objectives of the study.  Depending 
on the level of future LIP funding from Transport for London (TfL); there is potential for similar allocations in 
the 2018/19 and 2019/20 financial years making a total of £1m.  

Implementation of medium and long term objectives would be subject to funding from appropriate sources, 
including Section 106 development funding in addition to that from various TfL programmes. 

For more information, please email frontline.consultation@haringey.gov.uk (quoting GLATS) or visit the 
study webpage.

With thanks for your attention, we look forward to hearing from you. 
 
Yours faithfully, 

 
Ann Cunningham 
Head of Traffic Management 
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B.1 This appendix contains a summary of the response received to the Round 1 engagement: 

Summary of responses organised by theme 
Summary of responses organised by area 

B Summary of Round 1 
engagement responses 
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C.1 This appendix includes a copy of the survey used for the Round 2 engagement. 

C Round 2 survey 
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D.1 This appendix includes a copy of responses made to the Round 2 engagement on behalf of 
organisations. They have been redacted to remove personal information. 

Cypriot Community Centre (CCC) 
Gospel Centre Church 
Harringay Traders Association 
Haringey Cycling Campaign (HCC) 
Harringay Online 
Ladder Community Safety Partnership (LCSP) 
Living Wightman 
St John the Baptist Greek Orthodox Church 
Wightman Road Mosque 

 

D Other responses to Round 2 
engagement 



Cypriot Community Centre



Cypriot Community Centre



Cypriot Community Centre



Cypriot Community Centre



1. Stakeholder Consultation 
There is a serious flaw in the Council’s definition of “stakeholder” and its understanding of what 
constitutes “community”, which will inevitably lead to a narrow, selective and incomplete 
consultation process, resulting ultimately in decisions being made on insufficient information.  

By the admission of the Council’s officers, the faith community and schools were excluded from the 
“stakeholders” consultation. But community is made up of more than just residents – everyone 
who lives, works, worships, teaches, conducts business, volunteers etc in a given area is part of that 
community and deserves to be included in any consultations on proposed changes that will have a 
deep impact on the quality of life in that area and their ability to continue doing what they do in 
that area. If you only have “residents” in an area, you end up with a dormitory, not a community.  

2. Holistic Consideration 
Green Lanes area is not an island, it doesn’t exist in splendid isolation. It is folly bordering on gross 
negligence to consider making drastic changes within the Green Lanes area without giving full 
consideration to the knock-on impact in the surrounding areas. If Green Lanes Area was an island, 
you could do anything you like without wider consequences. But it isn’t.  

Again, by the admission of the Council’s officers, the wider area was not considered in the 
stakeholder consultation process. Thus the Turnpike Lane traders were excluded because they 
were considered to be “outside” the area. Yet as we saw last year when Wightman Road was closed 
for the bridge repairs, Turnpike Lane, Hornsey High Street, Priory Road, Noel Park, Crouch End, 
Wood Green etc were all severely adversely impacted. Journey times in the surrounding area were 
quadrupled, businesses were affected etc.  

Who wouldn’t want their road to be a private road? If we applied that logic unilaterally London 
would shut down overnight! What if the “residents” on the North Circular asked for the road to be 
closed so that they could have a quieter life? Or the residents in Green Lanes for that matter? 
Wightman Road is a vital arterial route, especially for local people, and must be kept fully open for 
the good of the whole Borough. 

3. Local Area Impact 
Last but not least is the local area impact. There are people living in the area who are not able to 
just jump on a cycle – they need vehicular access. There are at least three churches on Wightman 
Road plus several others in surrounding roads, as well as the Hornsey Mosque, whose ability to 
conduct weddings, funerals and other services will be severely impacted by any changes to 
Wightman Road.  

Many of these places of worship are also involved in providing essential services to the local 
community (English language classes, Food Bank, Homeless Shelter, Education, Counselling services 
etc) and these too will be severely hampered. Although some clients of some of these services may 
come on foot, many of the community volunteers who help provide those services come from 
other parts of the Borough. When Wightman Road was closed last year for Bridge Repairs, the 
provision of some of these services became almost impossible because of the traffic chaos in the 
surrounding area. 

When it came to evaluating the positive impact closing Wightman Road would have on the local 
area, I noticed that the representative from the company carrying out the consultation process 
spoke only of traffic reduction and air quality. But “quality of life” is not only about traffic figures 

Gospel Centre Church



and air pollution. Granted these are serious issues, but quality of life also includes the ability of the 
local community to function – to live, to worship, to work, to congregate. Quiet roads and clean air 
would be nice, but to strangulate the businesses and places of worship and make the immediate 
area inaccessible and the wider area insufferable will kill the community.  

In conclusion, The Gospel Centre congregation of Wightman Road is wholly opposed to any full or partial 
closure of Wightman Road. We feel the continuance of two-way traffic on the road is essential to a strong 
and fully functional community. Furthermore we believe that on the balance of things, quality of life in the 
area would be adversely affected by any closure of Wightman Road. Lastly we want to express for the 
record our concern about Haringey Council’s understanding of and definition of what makes a community 
and who constitutes a stakeholder.  

 

Gospel Centre Church



 

c/o 455 Green Lanes, London, N4 1HE 

Haringey Council 
Alexandra House 
Station Road 
Wood Green 
N22 
 
11th May 2017  
 
Dear Razak, 
 
Ref: Green Lanes Area Transport Study 
 
 
We are writing with an official response to the Traffic Study public engagement round 
2 on the behalf of all the local businesses on Green Lanes. 
 

1. Area-wide improvements: 
- we support this package for improving streetscape, greater provision of car 
clubs, more effective traffic calming, minimise impacts of school run, 
introducing ASL at junctions throughout the area, make the study area more 
green, minimise noise and vibration and emission based parking charges. 
- we do not support the option to improve efficiency and reduce impact of 
deliveries, because it will not work for Green Lanes with the various different 
types of businesses and opening hours.  This may well work in a ‘shopping 
mall’ setup with uniform operating business hours. 
 

2. Green Lanes Package: 
- We support junction improvement to Turnpike lane bus station, Alfoxton 
Ave, Colina Road, Park road, Williamson Road, Endymion Road,  Hermitage 
Road junction and greening of Green Lanes. 
- we do not support further tinkering to St Ann’s junction, because there has 
already been a substantial amount of regeneration investment in 2012/14 to 
improved safety and to the public realm. 
- we do not support the bus stop review, bus lane hours and decluttering of 
footpath as this was reviewed during the OLF regeneration scheme in 2012/14 
- we do not support banning U-turns because this will only push more 
unnecessary traffic onto adjoining ladder roads. 
- we do not support the north bound cycle lane which will remove valuable on 
street parking provisions on the northside.  Green Lanes doesn’t have any car 
parks like Wood Green, and because of the all day CPZ we rely solely on the 
parking bays for our non local customers which in some cases are as high as 
60% of customers.  These bays also service deliveries and collections which 
are both vital to a busy and vibrant high street.  Perhaps a multi-storey car park 
in the St Ann’s hospital development could be looked at. 
 
 

Harringay Traders Association



 

c/o 455 Green Lanes, London, N4 1HE 

 
 
 
 

3. Wightman Road/ Ladder Road: 
- The only option we support here is the first option which is minor 
improvements. 
- We do not support one-way either north or south bound, because this will put 
more traffic journeys onto Green Lanes to travel in the opposite direction.   
- We do not support Wightman road closure (filtered) because we have seen 
during the bridge works, has caused a huge negative impact to the whole 
surrounding area including Hornsey, Crouch End, Wood Green, Turnpike 
Lane and West Green. As a result there was significant impact to footfall. 
Wightman Road is a designated two-way ‘B’ road, with many businesses and 
places of worships and should be kept as support road to A105. 
In recent times when there’s been a serious RTC or a burst water-pipe on 
Green Lanes, traffic was able to be diverted onto Wightman as a relief. If 
Wightman was closed/filtered or made one-way, we’ll have serious problem in 
the event of an emergency. 
 

4. Hermitage Road area: 
- We think Hermitage area package should not a priority since the road has 
been closed to through traffic since 1999.  There are many surrounding road 
which has been impacted negatively by this closure that deserves 
improvements before Hermitage. 
 

5. St Ann’s and Gardens area: 
- We support improvements to West Green Road and St Ann’s road’s various 
scheme around the school junctions and roundabout. 
– We are totally against the permanent closure of Warwick Gardens rising 
bollards.  The initial consultation in 2001 in which the Gardens’ resident voted 
for, the Council spent a large amount of money in the installation and 
subsequent maintenance of the rising bollards.  This should be kept by 
additional Council tax from the Gardens’ residents (for directly benefiting 
access thru the bollards with an electronic key card), otherwise the road should 
be reopened.  There are three options here not just one! 

 
We do not support the concept of private roads, this is London, and we are highly 
populated and joined from all side to neighbouring communities which will suffer as a 
consequence of these measures.   
 
You need to tackle the cars not closing roads. We believe once diesel car ownership is 
reduced and replaced with new technology of electric-hybrid vehicles, the air quality 
for the whole of London will improve.   
 

Harringay Traders Association



 

c/o 455 Green Lanes, London, N4 1HE 

 
 
 
 
The air quality on Green Lanes is the most polluted for the whole area, more than 
Wightman Rd or the Gardens. Closing neighbouring roads and putting more traffic 
here will not help the lives of local residents who live above the shops.   
 
 
Yours sincerely, 
 

On behalf of  
Harringay Traders Association 
Green Lanes, London. N4 

Harringay Traders Association



 

           

 
 

 
 

 
 

 

Haringey Cycling Campaign



 
 

 
 

 

Haringey Cycling Campaign



Harringay Online



Harringay Online



Harringay Online



Harringay Online



 

 

LCSP Response to Green Lanes Area Transport Study Short List 

Initial Comments 
The LCSP Traffic Sub-Group (LCSP) are pleased we are finally reaching a conclusion to the Green 
Lanes Area Transport Study. We have offered comments below on all options packages, but 
obviously we have a focus on those related to the Ladder.  

In reviewing the options presented we have born in mind the twin objectives the LCSP have in 
relation to the outcomes of this study: 

1. Reducing the volume of traffic across Ladder Roads in an equitable manner 
2. Improving the quality of the traffic that remains (ie, reduced speed, vibration from speed 

humps as a result of HGV use, increased road safety, etc) 

Where a non-Ladder option is strongly supported this is highlighted. In our conclusions at the end of 
this submission we also offer comments on the Study process, and hope that these will also be 
considered. 

Wightman Road/Ladder Area Package Options Feedback 
We have offered more detailed feedback below on each option but broadly we see only WL4 as 
offering any hope of actually achieving Residents and Study objectives. We see significant risks with 
WL2 and WL3. However, we also recognise that WL4 (filtering) also presents its own challenges, and 
consequently we have tried to be imaginative in how this option may be implemented to the benefit 
of all stakeholders as we currently feel full filtering is something of a blunt instrument! 

There is absolutely no discussion anywhere in the Ladder options package of either the reduction of 
HGV traffic and its impacts, or how HGVs are to be managed, other than tangential discussion of 
better design of speed calming (humps/tables etc). Indeed, the original option (WL1-01b), as 
presented to the last Steering Group meeting, has been removed from this document. It is not 
clear if this has been actioned already or if this is a step backwards and is now off the table 
completely. The willingness to look hard at the enforcement of regulations that already exist to 
protect residents from HGVs is not clear. This is a key component of the objectives of Residents in 
improving the quality of traffic across the Ladder. 

WL1 While all the options set out as part of WL1 would be welcome if well elucidated 
and designed to mitigate unintended consequences this package is a sticking plaster 
approach and will do relatively little to achieve the Study objectives. There is a 
possibility that changes to the North Ladder Roads could have a seriously 

Ladder Community Safety Partnership



detrimental effect on other Ladder Roads. Changes to one part of the Ladder simply 
concentrate traffic on fewer roads as motorists take the easiest option 
The proposed use of zebra crossings on Wightman Road to create safe passing 
points is very sensible, and much better than the current island arrangement. This is 
a much better option than more traffic lights. 
The reversal of Willoughby Road would benefit a number of northern Ladder roads, 
and clearly have an impact around Ducketts Common- improving safety for park 
users. Care would need to be taken on Sydney, Hampden and Frobisher that they do 
not inadvertently become a rat run for traffic attempting to avoid Turnpike Lane, 
especially once the Alfoxton junction has been remodelled in relation to those 
looking to get to West Green Road. Have these plans been joined up and assessed 
side by side? 
Changes to Warham Road would be welcome by most residents but care must be 
taken not to simply move this traffic to neighbouring roads and appropriate 
mitigation should be assessed. Care should also be taken to protect Warham from 
creating an alternative West-East route to St Ann’s. 
With changes to road directions we need to work hard to identify the unintended 
consequences and avoid a divisive winner-loser outcome with an increasing 
concentration of traffic on a fewer number of roads. 

 

WL2 & 
WL3-01 

WL2 and WL3 present an interesting concept however there are significant 
reservations that: 

o One way systems are increasingly falling out of favour with road planners 
and communities as a result of their negative impacts 

o This will see Wightman become a motorway with increased loading of traffic 
on some rung roads (including Wightman itself potentially) unless a raft of 
calming and mitigations are fully integrated into the design from the outset 

o The designation of Wightman Road as a Primary Route as part of the 
council’s own plans for the major redevelopment of Wood Green will see 
pressure for Wightman to be further sacrificed as a bypass to the new town 
centre development. Residents simply do not have faith that any benefit 
that may be derived (should there be any) as part of a one way scheme will 
not be lost as a result of this future development 

If this option is chosen, appropriate mitigation measures should be implemented for 
roads that are identified as potentially seeing increased traffic volumes, such as 
Seymour or Falkland (as school a road (for northbound one way for example)) 
Further mitigation should also be designed in for roads already heavily trafficked (ie, 
if a Southbound one way were chosen roads such as Beresford and other northern 
E-W roads (plus Pemberton) should be protected from the impacts of East-West 
traffic that is already observed) 
Significant traffic calming needs to be implemented- chicanes for example, designed 
to ensure traffic is truly calmed. Note should be taken of the feedback below as to 
average speed check cameras to ensure drivers self-regulate. 
The implementation of cycle routes are a very welcome component as Wightman 
Road is a truly terrifying road to use as a cyclist. It is a wonder that there has not 
been a serious injury or fatality on this road!   
Improvements of junctions (those on Turnpike Lane in particular) are critical to 
mitigating the impacts of this option in surrounding areas 

 

Ladder Community Safety Partnership



WL4-01 Option WL4 is the only option likely to actually meet many of the study objectives in 
terms of reduction of traffic across the Ladder, air pollution, noise and vibration 
reduction and offer any real opportunity to increase alternative and healthier forms 
of transport such as cycling and walking. It is the only option which offers residents 
a much needed improvement in their quality of life.  Furthermore a road with not 
one but two train stations on it and servicing two primary schools needs to have 
useable and accessible pavements 
It certainly meets the objectives of many residents in reducing traffic and improving 
the quality of the remaining traffic 
It is also the only option that does not have unintended consequences across the 
Ladder in turning other currently modestly trafficked Ladder Roads into alternative 
rat runs 
The ability to make Wightman a greenzone is a significant positive after the years of 
pollution faced by residents, it will allow a road lived on by many vulnerable and 
often voiceless residents to be open and thrive, and allow a fractured community to 
begin rebuilding 
Sadly the presentation of this option has been unimaginative, and uninspiring, 
allowing all stakeholders to see this as a take it or leave it full filtering option, as per 
when the Wightman bridge was closed in 2016.  
This is the most radical option but also the one most able to deliver real results for 
Ladder residents 
Given this is the most radical, and potentially controversial option it is disappointing 
not to see some creative thinking around this option, such as looking at a non-
permanent filtering option: 

o Time limited closings monitored and managed via cameras at strategic 
locations.  

o This would still allow much movement of traffic for a considerable part of 
the day for residents and visitors, when it is at a level that is not detrimental 
to residents.  

o This option potentially mitigates perceived impacts on faith groups and 
businesses.  

o It is potentially revenue generative if commuters continue to use Ladder 
roads during closed periods.  

o It will continue to allow movement of traffic across the Ladder, but not past 
certain camera managed points, so visitors and residents can still move 
freely across most of the Ladder.  

o There is no restriction of movement of emergency or critical traffic that may 
be exempted 

o The same, or similar, interventions can still be implemented on Wightman 
(greening, moving traffic off footpaths) as envisaged currently, as this will 
naturally act to calm and make the road less attractive to those passing 
through. 

 

Area Wide Improvements Options Feedback 
Broadly we would support all the options highlighted in the Area Wide package. We would highlight 
however, several options are potential dead ends with regard to the effort involved and the impact 
of their implementation. While we do not feel they are poor options in of themselves, their 
deliverability and the resources required to do so may be open to question. 
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AW-01 Improving the streetscape is a laudable objective but requires the participation of 
numerous third parties and will prove challenging to implement.  
Focus should be made where the impact will be high, such as Green Lanes 
(especially in relation to traders encroaching into the footpath) and Wightman Road. 

AW-02 A laudable aim, but not one we expect significant impact from, especially as the 
issue of traffic volume is principally one of out of borough traffic across the Study 
area. 

AW-03 More effective traffic calming is a critical aspect of reducing the impacts of road 
traffic across the Ladder, and wider Study area.  
A greater emphasis on measures that do not ultimately see larger vehicles shaking 
and damaging nearby houses is crucial, a key issue is the way larger vehicles 
accelerate off a raised platform or over a hump once their front wheels are clear- 
this can cause significant vibration in nearby houses.  
Use of chicanes and measures that physically force vehicles to slow down etc can 
make a tremendous difference.  
These do not have to be significant interventions, gates etc.  
Where more significant intervention may be warranted brick designs can also act to 
improve the streetscape through making provision for planters and ‘pocket parks’.  
Consideration should be given to implementation of significant traffic calming 
around schools in the Study area as a first step and as a minimum. 
Given the amount of speeding across the Study area, use of average speed check 
cameras should implemented, potentially with movable cameras. This would mean 
that the motorist will not slow only across the roads which the cameras cover. For 
example, a single camera at an entry/exit to the Ladder on Wightman Road, and a 
movable camera on one or more of the Ladder roads will introduce an element of 
uncertainty and encourage drivers to act in a risk averse manner and slow down 
across the Ladder/area of implementation. This has the most likely chance of 
success in reducing speed, and has the added bonus of being potentially revenue 
generative. It may be viewed as an informal/voluntary form of taxation… 

AW-04 This should be being done already.  
The simple measures taken outside South Harringay Junior School with signs put in 
the street/road to discourage stopping should be assessed as a low cost/low effort 
intervention on behalf of the schools themselves as this looks to have been highly 
effective. 
The more formal interventions highlighted would be welcome, should there be the 
resource to implement. 

AW-05 This is a laudable objective, but one likely to take some effort. 
The Traders are likely to resist anything that appears to ‘limit’ their freedom of 
action, and a case needs to be made as to how this will not have a negative impact 
on their businesses. 
The designation of loading bays in specific areas is a sensible suggestion, as is aiming 
to time deliveries outside peak hours. 

AW-06 Advanced Stop Lines (and access to the ASL) are a highly positive, low cost, low 
effort intervention. 

AW-07 Bike hangers are a great idea where residents would like to see them. 
From the map provides the majority currently seem to be on the periphery of the 
Study area. 

AW-08 Resident driven initiatives are already underway to improve the greenscape of the 
Ladder, particularly via the Friends of the Harringay Passage. Observationally the 
relationship with the council has been somewhat fraught and a supportive approach 
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to these initiatives will see residents take a lead in identifying suitable opportunities, 
thereby supporting and complimenting the work of the  council in potentially 
delivering this option. 

AW-09 As highlighted in AW-03 above, this is a chief concern to residents.  
We would emphasise this is a critical point that required focus! 

AW-10 Poor air quality is also likely to be a result of the air extraction from kebab grills, 
certainly those with no filters in, as can be seen by the blanketing of Study area 
roads by the smog from extracted smoke that falls rather than rises, to be dispersed 
at certain times. This should also be focused on as part of the improvement of air 
quality on Green Lanes and neighbouring communities 
While we do not disagree with this as an option, and indeed would support it, we 
would also look for wider air quality work to include ensuring that restaurants on 
Green Lanes have appropriate air extraction in place. 

 

Area Wide Pedestrian and Cycle Network Options Feedback 
Broadly we would be supportive of all the options suggested here, and see this as a key part of the 
improving of the transport network across the Study area, and offering real (safe) options to 
residents. We have only commented on an option where we have something to note, a lack of 
commentary can be implied to mean we support this option. 

PC-02 The Harringay Station bridge is difficult to navigate as a pedestrian. We are aware of 
numerous injuries on this bridge as a result of its design and state of disrepair. 

PC-02  
& 03 

Care should be taken for new routes that may be opened in sensitive areas (such as 
the Gardens-St Ann’s link). One possible solution is to only allow the opening of 
sensitive elements of the links at certain times of day to reduce the risk of anti-social 
behaviour (via gates that open/close at certain times of day perhaps). 

PC-05 The current zebra crossing at the exit of Finsbury Park on Endymion needs 
improvement as cars often move at speed as they rush from one bottle neck to the 
next and can often not stop for pedestrians trying to cross.  
Rumble strips or other calming measures should be assessed. 

We would further add that the current raised crossing at the head of each Garden and Ladder road, 
and at the Ladder passage crossings should be (when appropriate) redesigned as pedestrian priority 
crossings. Use of a different coloured road surface would emphasise this pedestrian (versus 
vehicular) priority, and improve safety, especially around schools. 

 

Green Lanes Package Options Feedback 
Green Lanes is one area where brave decisions need to be made and a strong push made for the 
more significant options package if meaningful change is to be implemented. 

GL1-01 Observationally, buses are as much to blame for congestion at this junction as cars.  

GL1-03 It is not clear why an all green cycle on the lights is required. This may act solely to 
increase congestion on GL. 
Critically, this is one of three junctions to serve St Ann’s, and failure to grapple with 
the difficult question of the status of St Ann’s at the Salisbury is a real weakness to 
this Study! 
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GL1-05a Making the junction at Salisbury left turn only would reduce traffic on Salisbury, but 
will still leave it a heavily trafficked road, though this will make some improvement.  
Sadly the only real solution here to have a meaningful impact would be to address 
the issue that 3 separate junctions feeding into or out of Green Lanes sever St Ann’s, 
and the elephant in the room is the Salisbury pub junction which really needs to be 
turned back into the primary in and out junction.  
This will solve problems on Salisbury, Colina and other roads plus reduce the bottle 
necks on GL as three junctions and three sets of traffic lights are rationalised down 
to one. However, we doubt the council has the will to contemplate this.  
Reversing Warham road to be one way (West) is a good idea, as this road is 
massively impacted by through traffic as the data shows. 
However, care must be taken that the secondary impacts are identified and 
mitigated (Warham becomes a desire line for West to East traffic, Effingham is 
affected as more traffic flows up it in order to get to the West) 

GL2-01a A continuous cycling facility on GL is a very sensible intervention given the volume of 
cyclists on GL 
Work needs to be carried out to ensure that bus stops are able to function safely  

GL2-01b A review of parking on GL should be carried out with a view to removing as much as 
possible to allow for a free flow of traffic. 
Close attention needs to be paid to how and where this traffic will be 
accommodated, but neighbouring Ladder and Garden roads should each take a 
share of the load with additional mixed use bays provided for resident and visitors 
alike. 

 

Hermitage Area Package Options Feedback 
HE-01 Fully support moving cars back onto the road, and off footpaths 

HE-02 This seems to be a highly sensible intervention 

HE-03 We fully support this option, as this footpath is (at best) unnerving when traffic is 
passing under the bridge- often at speed. We would suggest you also look at putting 
some form of speed limiting in place here to ensure traffic moves slowly when it is 
forced to come closer to pedestrians- such as the kind of bell shaped limiter at the 
top of Warham road, or the gates/barriers on Woodlands Park Road 

 

St Ann’s/Gardens Area Package Options Feedback 
The potential for having the developer of the St Ann’s site contribute and participate in any 
improvements to the area around Chestnuts and the Park is highly sensible 

SA-02 Support this option, especially around Chestnuts School 

SA-04 Crossing at this junction has long been tricky because of the blind bend into Black 
Boy Lane opposite the entrance/exit from the park. Given the number of people 
using the Park serious consideration should be given to assessing the best positions 
for park entrances, so as to alter the crossing desire points and enhance safety, 
especially of young park users. 

SA-06 The key objective should be to get vehicles off residential roads, and onto the A 
Roads that are designed to carry this traffic flow! 
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SA-07 Passing places in the Gardens would be highly sensible given the issues of two way 
traffic trying to move up and down a single carriage way. It will also give 
opportunities for pocket parks and tree planting to green the streets where these 
are deemed to be a high priority. 

 

Study Wide Comments 
Impacts of Traffic- Speed & HGVs: It is worrying that there is so little actual consideration of the 
impacts of traffic in the options packages. There is little or nothing (beyond broad discussion of 
calming) in relation to speed and or HGVs, two issues that have a high impact on the quality of 
resident’s lives. Even if nothing else is done, addressing these two issues would have a positive 
impact at little cost to the wider study area community.  

If we are really serious about managing speed for example across the Study Area (following the 
implementation of a 20mph zone borough wide), the most effective way of managing this is to 
implement a series of movable average speed check cameras across different locations in the Study 
Area. We see absolutely no consideration of such an option to really get to the roots of speed, 
beyond piecemeal and possibly costly traffic calming interventions. Movable, as opposed to static, 
cameras introduce an element of uncertainty in the driver’s mind, sufficient to have them self-
regulate their speed as they are painfully aware of the costs and implications of being caught out! 
This has the added advantage of being potentially revenue generative. 

Completeness of Study: As mentioned above in relation to speed and HGV traffic, it is not clear what 
innovative interventions such as working with the Sat Nav companies to remove routes across 
residential roads could have been considered? Much of the work done today seems to have 
followed the lead of residents and their input. It has not been clear how much of the current output 
from SDG has been led by Haringey. Sadly, this has led to the impression of a lack of real 
engagement throughout. In addition, it is not clear what consultation has been carried out with the 
schools and faith groups in the Study Area that was promised from the outset?  

Complementary Interventions: There are numerous examples of where complementary 
interventions could and indeed should already be being implemented but are not. Several, including 
those highlighted as examples here could be making a difference before we even completed this 
study: 

o Air Quality: Significant pollution is seen from the grills of the kebab restaurants on GL. This 
is especially problematic when a local inversion layer occurs in the neighbourhood and 
fumes are forced down, and not allowed to disperse. This is largely a function of restaurants 
not using filters in their grill extraction vents, and venting fumes direct to atmosphere. 
Critically this pollution is likely to be heavily contaminated with particulates that have a 
longer term health impact (PM50 etc), and the links to lung disease and cancer. 

o Pavement Encroachment: There has been a clear effort to limit the impacts of pavement 
encroachment by traders recently that has been somewhat successful, and is most 
welcome. Continued vigilance is required to ensure this encroachment does not re-establish 
itself as the norm- as you can see from time to time is already beginning to happen. 
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o Speed Management: As stated above, the borough became a 20mph borough recently, but 
has done nothing to actually enforce this speed limit. Average speed camera monitoring is a 
key to forcing drivers to self-regulate. 

o Stopping Outside Schools: Again, this is an issue of enforcement of current regulations to 
contribute to the safety of our children. 

Clarity of Process & Next Steps: It is not clear what the process for implementation is from this point 
forward. As the options package clearly points out, further elucidation is required in order to 
develop a fully coherent, linked up, thought through and costed plan- although we believed that was 
the objective output from this study (?). There has been no discussion of this at the Community 
Steering Group meetings, indeed we are not clear if there is even to be another meeting… Critically 
we need to see detailed assessment as to the interaction of impacts between different packages. For 
example, how will removal of parking on Green Lanes affect parking on Ladder and Garden Roads 
etc.  

Funding and Commitment: The reality is that to realise any of the options settled upon there needs 
to be commitment to the critical stage of finance raising and implementation. A half-hearted bid for 
£350k of LIPP funding will not do anything other than pay the next round of consultants to set out a 
design for the plans agreed in this study. The LCSP feels there needs to be strong buy in from the 
Lead Member, and Officers, to see this process through to an end point where interventions have 
acutely taken place. Without a clear commitment the outcome would be the achievement of the 
bare minimum, beyond kicking this into the long grass. This would be both a shame given the 
investment that has occurred and the time residents have contributed to this process to date, and a 
massive missed opportunity to do something truly innovative that could have meaningful impacts on 
the lives of residents in the Study Area. A brief review of the London Mayor’s  Low Emissions 
Neighbourhoods guidance notes would indicate there are certainly sources of funding available for 
schemes such as WL4 would see.  
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Cllr Peray Ahmet        livingwightman@gmail.com 
Cabinet Member for the Environment  
Haringey Council  
 
By email  
 
         13 May 2017 
 
 
 
Dear Peray  
 
We are submitting our views as part of the community engagement with regard to the Green Lanes 
Transport Study.  
 
Wightman Road is a narrow street which is purely residential in character for the majority of its 
length (there are a handful of shops at each end though many vacant or converted to residential, 
plus two cafes by the rail station). It simply does not have the capacity to carry high volumes of 
traffic - mostly over 1,000 vehicles per hour during daylight hours, and exceeding 1200vph in the 
afternoon peak - without destroying residents' amenity and quality of life, since:

The residences generally have narrow frontages and the pavements are narrow - less then 
the 2.0m minimum guideline in the government's Manual for Streets - because of pavement 
parking.
The pavement parking along the entire road which, along with street furniture (and refuse 
bins on collection day), means navigating the pavement is very difficult even for able-bodied 
pedestrians, and almost impossible for wheelchair and walking frame users, or parents with 
buggies or young children.
The carriageway is too narrow for safety even with pavement parking - vehicles are often 
seen straddling the centre line.
It is an obvious cycle route north-south for cyclists wanting to avoid Green Lanes or the very 
steep hills to the the West, yet most cyclists describe it as the most hostile mile of their 
journey.
Pedestrian refuge islands cause further hazards - these have been installed along the length 
of the road but these just create another danger for cyclists as vehicles speed up to pass 
cyclists before an island or else pass the cyclists dangerously close squeezing them between 
the island and the kerb.
The narrow frontages, narrow pavements, pavement parking and narrow carriageways mean 
that residents are living in very close proximity to very high levels of traffic. The dirt, noise, 
air pollution are right outside residents' bedroom and living room windows.
Wightman has never been properly strengthened to carry high volumes of traffic, which 
means there are continual repairs to the infrastructure services running underneath the 
road by National Grid, water, electricity and communication services. The underground gas 
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services are old cast iron pipes with an old cast iron junction at every rung, so whenever 
vehicles pass over the junction it is physically weakened.
Vibrations from heavy traffic particularly when passing over the speed bumps on a road which 
has never been properly strengthened, in close proximity to the houses, is a  further problem 
for residents, over time actually causing physical damage to people's homes.

So Wightman Road by any criteria does not have the capacity to carry high volumes of traffic, and 
yet it actually carries more traffic than several neighbouring A-roads including Turnpike Lane. Clearly 
something must be done and we are pleased the council is taking the time and effort to survey the 
traffic conditions and consult residents. 
 
Our specific comments with regards to the packages outlined by Haringey Council are as follows:
 
 
Package 1 Minor Changes 
Some of the options in this Package are desirable, but even taken together they would not solve the 
problem of excessive traffic. Wightman Road would remain fully accessible to through traffic, and 
since Wightman Road has far fewer interruptions than Green Lanes, through traffic will continue to 
use Wightman, plus a Ladder “rung” as a rat run. 
 
 
Packages 2 & 3 – Make Wightman Road one-way (either north or southbound) 
At first glance you might expect a one-way road to reduce traffic – if traffic was one-way northbound 
then all the southbound traffic would have to go elsewhere? However it could mean the exact 
opposite – one-way systems increase a road’s capacity and so over time actually attract even more 
through-traffic into the area. This is particularly true over the next few years with several new 
housing developments already underway and a Council plan to completely rebuild and expand Wood 
Green as a “Metropolitan Town Centre” to serve neighbouring boroughs. Traffic will also increase 
because a one-way Wightman would make rat running up and down the rungs even easier, for 
example northbound rat runners wouldn’t have to cross oncoming traffic to turn right at the top of a 
rung. 
 
One-way systems have many other negative impacts too – that is why most cities around the world, 
including London, are doing away with one-way systems. They have been proven to: 
 

increase traffic speeds 
reduce safety - one study showed that collisions are twice as likely on one-way roads 
reduce liveability  - vehicles stop less on one-way streets, which is hard for bikers and 

pedestrians 
significantly increase traffic 
increase crime rates 

 
Package 4 Filtering 
Filtering will bring many significant benefits: 

Traffic reductions of 60% or more on most rungs, and 90% on Wightman Road itself. 
8% of traffic in the surrounding area will disappear, as people use their cars less, reducing 

pollution not just on Wightman and the “rungs”, but also Green Lanes and the wider area. 
Health improvements – e.g. reductions in stunted lung growth in children, heart disease, 

cancer, asthma and dementia. 
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Less noise, pollution and better road safety encourages adults and children to walk and cycle 
more. 

Benefits to the economy by cutting NHS costs and reducing time off work because of illness. 
Residents will be able to enjoy the space at the front of their home without noise and 

pollution, which promotes a friendlier environment, sense of community and lower crime rates. 
Reduced stress-related and mental health issues caused by eroded sense of community, 

interrupted sleep and other traffic-related problems. 
The cost? During the Wightman Road bridgeworks in 2016 some car and bus journey times increased 
at some times of the day or became unreliable particularly in the first few weeks while traffic 
patterns adjusted. Of course there were no mitigation measures in place at that time, which would 
have significantly improved journey reliability. But even if a car journey take a bit longer at certain 
times of day - isn't this a price worth paying in return for all the benefits listed above? 

In summary we believe that Package 1 “Minor Improvements” will make no difference, Packages 
2&3 will make matters worse and that only Package 4 offers the only viable lasting solution to 
excessive traffic. 
 
 
 
 
Yours sincerely  
 
 

 
 
Living Wightman   
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See Appendix 1 below 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Wightman Road Mosque



Appendix 1: 

1. Stakeholder Consultation 

I think there is a serious flaw in the Council’s definition of “stakeholder” and its understanding of what 
constitutes “community”, which inevitably leads to a narrow, selective and incomplete consultation 
process and ultimately decisions being made on insufficient information.  

By the admission of the Council’s officers, the faith community and schools were excluded from the 
“stakeholders” consultation. But community is made up of more than just residents – everyone who lives, 
works, worships, teaches, conducts business, volunteers etc in a given area is part of that community and 
deserves to be included in any consultations on proposed changes that will have a deep impact on the 
quality of life in that area and their ability to continue doing what they do in that area. If you only have 
“residents” in an area, you end up with a dormitory, not a community.  

2. Holistic Consideration 

Green Lanes area is not an island, it doesn’t exist in splendid isolation. It is folly bordering on gross 
negligence to consider making drastic changes within the Green Lanes area without giving full 
consideration to the knock-on impact in the surrounding areas. If Green Lanes Area was an island, you 
could do anything you like without wider consequences. But it isn’t.  

Again, by the admission of the Council’s officers, the wider area was not considered in the stakeholder 
consultation process. Thus the Turnpike Lane traders were excluded because they were considered to be 
“outside” the area. Yet as we saw last year when Wightman Road was closed for the bridge repairs that 
Turnpike Lane, Hornsey High Street, Priory Road, Noel Park, Crouch End, Wood Green etc were severely 
adversely impacted. Journey times in the surrounding area were quadrupled, businesses were affected 
etc.  

Who wouldn’t want their road to be a private road? If we applied that logic unilaterally London would 
shut down overnight! What if the “residents” on the North Circular asked for the road to be closed so that 
they could have a quieter life? Or the residents in Green Lanes for that matter?  

3. Local Area Impact 

Last but not least is the local area impact. There are people living in the area who are not able to just 
jump on a cycle – they need vehicular access. There are at least three churches on Wightman Road plus 
several others in surrounding roads, as well as the Hornsey Mosque, whose ability to conduct weddings, 
funerals and other services will be severely impacted by any changes to Wightman Road.  

Many of these places of worship are also involved in providing essential services to the local community 
(English language classes, Food Bank, Homeless Shelter, Education, Counselling services etc etc) and these 
too will be severely hampered. Although some clients of some of these services may come on foot, many 
of the community volunteers who help provide them come from other parts of the Borough. When 
Wightman Road was closed last year for Bridge Repairs, the provision of some of these services became 
almost impossible because of the traffic chaos in the surrounding area. 

When it came to evaluating the positive impact closing Wightman Road would have on the local area, I 
noticed that the representative from the company carrying out the consultation process spoke only of 
traffic reduction and air quality. But “quality of life” is not only about traffic figures and air pollution. 
Granted these are serious issues, but quality of life also includes the ability of the local community to 

Wightman Road Mosque



function – to live, to worship, to congregate, to work. Quiet roads and clean air would be nice, but to 
strangulate the businesses and places of worship and make the immediate area inaccessible and the 
wider area insufferable will kill the community.  
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