
 

 ITEM NO………..

 
LONDON BOROUGH OF BRENT 

 
Meeting of the Highways Committee 

27th January 2005 
 

Report from Director of  Transportation        
 
 

 
For action Wards affected: All

 
 
 
Report Title: London Bus Priority Network (LBPN) Progress 
Report 
 
 
Forward Plan ref:   
 
1.0 Summary 
 
1.1  This report informs Members on progress on the LBPN programme for 

2004/2005 and seeks approval for officers to proceed with the 
implementation of schemes detailed in this report. 

 
2.0 Recommendations 
 
2.1 That Committee notes the progress reported by officers on the LBPN 

programme. 
 
2.2 That Committee notes the outcome of informal public consultation on 

schemes on Bus Routes 182, 52, and 266 and approves the following 
schemes for implementation, as detailed in this report: 

 
Route 182: Schemes 13, 15 &16 (amended – Item 3.12) 
Route 52: Scheme 2 
Route 266: Scheme 12  
 

2.3  The Committee authorises the Director of Transportation to proceed 
with the necessary statutory consultations in respect of the above 
schemes, to consider any objections or representations and either refer 
these back to this committee or implement the orders if there are no 
objections or representations or he considers these to be groundless or 
insignificant.   

 

 
 



 

2.4 That Committee notes the objections to schemes 11a & 11b, on Route 
182, and defers a decision on these schemes pending further 
discussions with local Ward Councillors and the local residents 
association. 

 
 
3.0 Detail 
 
LBPN programme of works 2004/2005 

3.1     Table 1 below is a description of the Bus Routes in Brent which have 

been included in the London Bus Priority Network (LBPN) programme 

for 2004/05.

ROUTE DESCRIPTION 

266 Edgware Road, Cricklewood Broadway, Chichele Road, 
Walm Lane, Church Road, Manor Park Road ,Station Road 
– to Hammersmith 

52 Willesden High Road, Staverton Road, Chamberlayne 
Road, - to Hammersmith and Kensington. 

182 Harrow Weald – Wembley – Brent Cross 

 
 
3.2 A detailed list of the schemes identified for the above routes for which 

informal public consultations have been carried out (except scheme 
182/15) and reported herein is provided below. 

 
 

Table 2: 
 

SCHEME REF. LOCATION PROPOSALS 

182/13 

Harrow Road, south of 
Saunderton Road. 

Widen carriageway and 
extend existing 
northbound bus lane and 
provide a new signalised 
staggered crossing 
facility. 

182/11a&11b 

Watford Road, between 
Stilecroft Gardens and Eton 
Avenue. 

Widen Carriageway and 
provide 7 to 10am and 4 
to 7pm Mon –Sat 
Eastbound Bus Lane. 
Conversion of existing 
zebra crossing to a 
pelican crossing near 

 
 



 

Eaton Road. 
Conversion of a 
uncontrolled crossing into 
a pelican crossing near 
Vale Farm sports centre 

182/15 

 High Road, Wembley. 

Modification of bus stop 
lay by east of Ecclestone 
Place and provision of a 
speed table at Ecclestone 
Place  
 

182/16 

Bridge Road , Wembley Park 

Proposed 24 hour 
eastbound bus lane on 
Bridge Road from 
opposite of property 
number 55 Bridge Road 
to Forty Lane junction. 

52/2 

Willesden High Road, between 
Dudden Hill Lane and Hawthorn 
Road. 

High Road/Dudden Hill 
Lane junction 
improvement, 
carriageway widening , 
and a conversion of the 
existing Zebra to pelican 
crossing by Hawthorn 
Road Junction. 

266/12 

Church Road. 

Proposed 7am to 10am 
and 4-7pm Mon-Sat 
southbound bus lane 
between Suffolk Road 
and West Ella Road and 
reducing the width of the 
central reservation. 

 
 
Background 
 
3.3   The 27 July Highways Committee noted the proposed programme of 

work on bus priority schemes in Brent, as identified in the London Bus 
Initiative (LBI) and LBPN programme and approved the consultation 
strategy recommended by officers. The Committee also authorised the 
Director of Transportation to proceed with any necessary statutory 
consultation, to consider any objections or representations and either 
to refer objections or comments back to this committee where he thinks 
appropriate or to implement schemes if there are no objections or 
representations, or he consider the objections or representations, or he 
considers the objections or representations are groundless or 
insignificant. 

  

 
 



 

3.4 Consultations with residents, businesses and Ward Councillors directly 
affected by the schemes listed at Table 2, as well as with the 
Metropolitan Police, were carried out in October 2004 by the route 
consultants (Mouchel Parkman). The outcomes of these consultations 
are summarised below for each scheme and attached as appendices 
to this report. 

 
Consultations 
 
Scheme 182 /11a &11b - Watford Road (Appendix A) 
3.5 Due to the presence of schools along this section of Route 182, the 

level of on street parking, particularly during school pick up and drop off 
times, causes considerable traffic congestion, which has an adverse 
impact on local bus journey times. The following schemes were 
proposed to address this problem: 

• Introduce an eastbound bus lane to operate from 7am -10am and 4am 
-7pm, Monday to Friday, along Watford Road, between Stilecroft 
Gardens and Eton Avenue.  

• Widen the westbound carriageway in order to  accommodate the 
proposed eastbound bus lane. 

• Replace the existing refuge island outside no. 11 Watford Road with a 
new pelican crossing.  

• Convert the existing zebra crossing outside no.26 Watford Road into a 
pelican crossing.  

• Construct a lay-by  opposite 30-44, and 52-56 Watford Road to 
replace the existing parking bays. 

 
 Consultation results and summary  
3.6 Out of the total 115 leaflets delivered 36 were returned (31%). Details 

of the responses are summarised at Appendix D. 
 
3.7 The results indicated that overall there was no support for any of the 

schemes listed at Item 3.5. In addition a petition was received from a 
local residents association objecting to the proposals. Committee is 
informed that the petition contained less than 50 signatures and does 
not therefore comply with Standing Orders for it to be included as an 
agenda item. The contents of the petition have been noted and are 
summarised below with officers’ comments in italics: 

  
• The bus lane will be ineffective because the buses have to merge with 

existing traffic before the roundabout which is part of the traffic 
bottleneck. 
The bus lane will give the buses a better chance to avoid long queues 
at the roundabout and to enter a negotiate traffic at the roundabout and 
hence will reduce delays. 
 

 
 



 

• There were no traffic problems on Watford Road until the pelican 
crossing and width restriction was implemented just north of the 
Sudbury and Harrow Road Station. 
The pelican crossing was installed to help pedestrians to cross the 
road safely and within acceptable cycle time. 

• Widening of the road will encourage more speeding traffic and 
therefore more disturbances to residents, especially more HGV’s and 
buses causing more vibrations. 
The widening of the road is proposed in order to create a bus lane and 
therefore to maintain the two lane system for general traffic. This will 
provide advantages to public transport (buses) as it will save journey 
times and encourage individuals to use buses rather than private 
vehicles. 

 
• The diminishing of property prices due to three lanes of traffic on 

Watford Road (local estate agents estimate there can be a price drop 
of 10-20% if this proposal goes through). 
There is no evidence in London that the introduction of the bus lanes 
have caused a price drop on local property. On the contrary, providing 
bus lane means better transport services for the area. 
 

• Widening and kerb re-alignment will bring traffic even closer to the 
buses on the west side of Watford Road. 
Vibration increases with stop and go movement rather than smooth bus 
movement within the normal speed restrictions which the proposed bus 
lane provides. 
 

• Bus shelter outside 128 Watford Road will attract graffiti and probably 
vandalism with little or no maintenance from the council or London 
Buses. 
Bus shelters are provided as a facility where passengers can wait 
under a cover due to weather conditions particularly for elderly people. 
Bus shelters are regularly maintained under contract 
 

• The pelican crossing outside 78, 80 and 11 Watford Road will make it 
very difficult to use their driveway. 

• An access to no. 128 is maintained and should not be difficult to gain 
access to the driveway of the property. 
 

• Also the buses may use the bus lane as a bus park. 
The purpose of the bus lanes are for buses to help people move easier 
and improve their journey times and not for bus parking purposes. 

 
3.7 Although the consultations show majority opposition to the proposals to 

the schemes listed at Item 3.5, the economic evaluation of the 
schemes carried out by the route consultants indicate benefits such as 
a reduction in journey times and the improvements of the reliability of 
bus service on the whole route. The schemes have also been 
supported by the Metropolitan Police. It is therefore suggested that 
Committee defers a decision on these schemes and agrees to officers 

 
 



 

to discuss the scheme proposals further with local Ward Councillors 
and the residents association, and to report the outcome of these 
discussions to the next meeting of this Committee. 

 
 
Scheme 182/13- Harrow Road – South of Saunderton Road- Appendix B 
 
3.8 The Harrow Road, Sudbury, roundabout is subject to heavy traffic 

congestion during the morning and evening peak hours. The 
congestion reaches a point where the buses have difficulty exiting the 
roundabout, and as a consequence experience delays in journey times. 
There are in addition considerable traffic congestion problems in the 
vicinity of the roundabout, particularly at peak periods. 

 
3.9 The following measures are proposed to address the problems outlines 

at Item 3.8: 
 

• Extend the existing 7am- 7pm Monday to Saturday northbound bus 
lane.  

• Widen the west side of the carriageway in order to accommodate the 
proposed bus lane extension.  

• Convert the existing zebra crossing east of the junction of Saunderton 
Road and Harrow Road into a staggered signal crossing to improve 
road safety at this location. 

 
 Consultation results and summary. 
 
3.10 Out of the total of 84 leaflets delivered 5 were returned (6.0%). The 

result of the consultation is attached in Appendix B. The results show 
support for the proposals and it is therefore recommended that the 
scheme proposals at Item 3.9 be progressed to statutory consultation 
and implementation. 

 
Scheme 182/15 – Wembley High Road – Appendix C  
3.11 This scheme entails a modification to the bus stop lay-by to the east of 

Ecclestone Place, and the provision of an entry treatment at its junction 
with Wembley High Road. The proposals are unlikely to adversely 
affect any of the frontagers in this area but will benefit the routes 
servicing the stop (Routes182, routes 83, 92, 224 and N18). It is 
therefore recommended that the Committee agrees to proceed with the 
implementation of the scheme.  

 
Scheme 182/16 – Bridge Road, Wembley Park section - Appendix C 
3.12 Illegal parking along Bridge Road causes traffic congestion, and 

consequently delays to journey times. It is proposed to introduce a 24-
hour bus lane from opposite no. 55 Bridge Road and Forty Lane. It is 
also proposed to improve the pedestrian crossing facility along the 
route in order to enhance safety. 

 

 
 



 

Consultation results and summary 
3.13 A total of 90 leaflets were delivered of which 17 were returned, which 

represents a 19% response. The results are attached at Appendix C. 
 
3.14 The comments received from the residents and businesses in the area 

 are summarised below: 

• Very slow traffic, bus route 182 is too slow(2) 

• Bus lane will increase traffic congestion in particular near 
Chalkhill Road (5) 

• Very poor existing parking facilities(4) 

• General complaints(3) 

• No comments(4) 
3.15 The consultation responses did not highlight any major objections to 

the proposed bus lane and the majority of comments received were not 
directly related to the proposals. However, officers’ views are that 
initially the bus lane be introduced to operate during peak periods only, 
i.e. 7am-10am and 4pm-7pm, Monday to Saturday. Committee is 
therefore requested to approve these times of operation of the bus 
lane, and to approve the proposal to improve the existing pedestrian 
crossing facility. 

 
Scheme 52/2- Willesden High Road- Appendix E 
 
3.16 The Transportation Service Unit carried out a public consultation on a 

proposed bus lane on Willesden High Road in 2003. Based on the 
objections from the businesses in the area the scheme was 
subsequently rejected at the October 2003 Highways Committee and 
officers were instructed to develop alternative measure to improve bus 
services along Willesden High Road. 

 
3.17 Alternative proposals were subsequently drafted to include the 

following: 
• A lay by outside 281-285 High Road.  
• The bus stop outside 264 High Road to be relocated outside 192 High 

Road with carriageway widening.  
• Provision of a loading bay outside 174-180 High Road.  
• Conversion of the existing zebra crossing to a pelican  crossing on High 

Road near the junction with Hawthorn Road. 
• High Road/Dudden Hill Lane ‘signal’ improvements. 

 
Consultation result and summary 
 
3.18 A total 377 leaflets were delivered to frontagers directly affected by the 

proposals; 37 were returned representing a 10% response. The results 
are attached at Appendix **. 

 
 



 

 
3.19 Objections were received from the residents of Utopia House (192 High 

Road) on the proposed relocation of the existing bus stop outside no. 
264 High Road, stating that the proposed relocation will compromise 
residents’ security and have an adverse effect due to pollution, noise 
and security reasons. The Metroline bus company have also raised 
concern on the safety of their drivers if the bus stop was relocated.  

 
3.20 No objections were received to the other proposals listed at Item 3.17. 

It is therefore suggested that the proposals be approved, with the 
exception of the bus stop relocation. In particular it is recommended 
that the conversion of the zebra crossing to a pelican crossing be 
prioritised to maximise expenditure of the funding available for scheme 
52/2.  

 
Church Road- Route 266/12- Appendix F 
 
3.21 The proposal was initially subject to public consultation in December 
 2003. At the Highways Committee in April 2004 it was decided to re-
 consult the affected frontages due to a low response rate.  
 
3.22 The previous consultation raised concerns regarding loss of existing 

parking due to the bus lane proposals. The scheme was amended to 
accommodate additional parking spaces. Detailed scheme proposals 
will be available for inspection at Committee 

 
Consultation result and summary 
 
3.23 The consultation was carried out in July 2004 by the route consultants 

(SDG). Out of the total 298 leaflets delivered 10 responses were 
received: 3 were in favour and 7 against.   

 
3.24 Analysis of the returns show that the objection to the bus lane was 

primarily due to residents’ concerns at the loss of parking. The existing 
parking amenity will be retained and whilst there was a low percentage 
response to the consultation, it is recommended that the bus lane 
proposals be taken forward to implementation. 

 
4.0 Financial Implications 
 
4.1 Brent Council has received an allocation of £1,109,000 in the Borough 

Spending Plan (BSP) for LBI / LBPN schemes for the 2004/05 financial 
year. The costs of  consultation and implementation of schemes 
detailed in this report will be met from this funding. The LBPN 
Partnership will fund any additional staffing resources required by Brent 
to deliver the programme of schemes detailed in this report. There is 
an additional allocation of £130,000 for Bus Stop Accessibility 
schemes.  

 
 

 
 



 

5.0 Legal Implications 
 
5.1   Some of the schemes highlighted in this report might require parking 

controls and mandatory bus lanes. These proposals would require the 
making of traffic regulation orders under the Road Traffic Regulation 
Act 1984, or a variation to existing schemes. The procedures to be 
adopted for making the actual orders or varying existing orders are set 
out in the associated Local Authorities ' Traffic Orders (Procedure) 
(England and Wales) Regulations 1996. The Council is required to 
undergo a consultation process as a part of the process of making an 
order. 

 
5.2    Any bus lane proposals are introduced initially on an experimental 

basis. Section 9 of the Road Traffic Regulation Act allows local 
authorities to implement experimental schemes, but they can only be 
implemented for up to 18 months. These orders must be the subject of 
consultation with the bus operator and Transport for London in the 
case of an order affecting a bus service 

 
5.3 Any experimental order may be made permanent but there are certain 

requirements that need to be met before this can happen. One of these 
requirements is that the authority must notify people in its statement for 
making the order that they can object to the order in writing, within 6 
months of the coming into effect of the order, or within 6 months of any 
variation of the order. And the objections must be considered as 
though they had been submitted as part of a statutory consultation 
process prior to the making of the order. 

 
5.4  Members are asked to authorise the Director of Transportation to 

consider and reject objections or representations if he thinks 
appropriate prior to him implementing the various schemes following 
the statutory consultation process.   

 
6.0 Diversity Implications 
 
6.1  All public consultation material includes a section written in the most 

common languages used in the Borough with an explanation of how 
more information about proposals can be obtained.   

 
7.0 Staffing/Accommodation Implications (if appropriate) 
 
7.1 The Transportation Service Unit is undertaking the scheme 

development, public consultation, statutory consultation and 
implementation work on all the schemes in the CPZ programme 
mentioned in this report.  

 
8.0 Environmental Implications 
 
8.1 The Council’s policies of securing the best public transport network to 

serve the needs of residents and visitors to the borough is key to the 

 
 



 

reduction in the dependency on car use, especially for short journeys.  
TfL has invested heavily in improvements to bus services, with new 
routes and vehicles and increased frequencies across much of the 
Brent Bus network.  This is seen as a key factor in reducing (or at least 
containing growth in) the number of vehicles on Brent’s road network, 
helping to reduce C02 emissions and improving air quality for all.  Bus 
lanes are vital to the successful operation of the bus network and to 
providing a reliable service which offers a feasible alternative to the use 
of private car transport on increasingly congested roads. 

 
 
 
Contact Officers 
 
Amir-Hosseini Hossein 
Senior Engineer, Transportation Unit 
020 8937 5188 
 
Richard Saunders 
Director of Environmental Services 
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Results of the consultation 
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Results of the consultation 
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Results of the consultation 
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Results of the consultation 
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