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Committee:  Cabinet Member Report  

Date:  06th December 2022 

Agenda item:   N/A 

Wards:   Village   
Subject:  The Wimbledon Championships Traffic Management – Experimental Order 

results 
Lead officer:  Adrian Ash, Interim Director of Environment & Regeneration. 

Lead member:  Councillor Stephen Alambritis, Cabinet Member for Transport 

Forward Plan reference number: N/A 

Contact Officer: Mitra Dubet mitra.dubet@merton.gov.uk & Paul Garrett Paul Garrett    
Paul.Garrett@merton.gov.uk 

-------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------- 
 
Recommendations: 
 
That the Cabinet Member considers the issues detailed in this report and: 
 
A) Notes the outcome of the Experimental Traffic Management Order used to implement the  

following traffic management restrictions set out in table 1 to facilitate the Wimbledon 
Championship events in 2021 and 2022. 
 
Table 1 
 

Restricted Roads Event hours Restricted 
periods 

Vehicles exempt 

Church Road (between 
AELTC Gate 1 and Gate 5) 

10:30am – 45 minutes 
after end of last match 

08:30am – 
11:30pm 

Police and Emergency vehicles 

Somerset Road (between 
Newstead Way and Marryat 
Road) 

10:30am – 45 minutes 
after end of last match 

08:30am – 
11:30pm 

Police, Emergency, specified Event 
vehicles (including taxis) 

Church Road (between 
Bathgate Road and AELTC 
Gate 1) 

10:30am – 45 minutes 
after end of last match 

08:30am – 
11:30pm 

Police, Emergency, Residents Badge 
Holders, Delivery, Care Workers, 
specified Event vehicles (including 
taxis) 

Church Road (between 
Burghley Road and 
Somerset Road) 

10:30am – 45 minutes 
after end of last match 

08:30am – 
11:30pm 

Police, Emergency, Residents Badge 
Holders, Delivery, Care Workers, 
specified Event vehicles (including 
taxis) 

Church Road (between 
Somerset Road and AELTC 
Gate 5) 

10:30am – 45 minutes 
after end of last match 

08:30am – 
11:30pm 

Police, Emergency, specified Event 
vehicles (including taxis) 

Somerset Road (between 
Burghley Road and 
Newstead Way – Cedar 
Court and Newstead Way 
included) 

10:30am – 45 minutes 
after end of last match 

08:30am – 
11:30pm 

Police, Emergency, Residents Badge 
Holders, Delivery, Care Workers, 
specified Event vehicles (including 
taxis) 
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Somerset Road (between 
Church Road and Marryat 
Road) 

10:30am – 45 minutes 
after end of last match 

08:30am – 
11:30pm 

Police, Emergency, Residents Badge 
Holders, Delivery, Care Workers, 
specified Event vehicles (including 
taxis) 

Marryat Road (between 
Burghley Road and 
Somerset Road) 

10:30am – 45 minutes 
after end of last match 

08:30am – 
11:30pm 

Police, Emergency, Residents Badge 
Holders, Delivery, Care Workers, 
specified Event vehicles (including 
taxis) 

Bathgate Road (between 
Queensmere Road and 
Seymour Road) 

10:30am – 45 minutes 
after end of last match 

08:30am – 
11:30pm 

Police, Emergency, Residents Badge 
Holders, Delivery, Care Workers, 
specified Event vehicles (including 
taxis) 

 
 

B) To consider all the representations received, including the petition which are set out in 
Appendix 2 and agrees to proceed with making the Experimental Traffic Management 
permanent. The restrictions are only implemented during the Championships. 

 
C) Agrees to exercise his discretion not to hold a public inquiry on the consultation process. 
 

1.      PURPOSE OF REPORT AND EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

1.1  This report details the result of the Experimental Traffic Management Order used to 
introduce the necessary traffic management restrictions during the 2021 and 2022 
Championship events.   

1.2 It seeks approval to proceed with making the Experimental Traffic Management Order 
(ETMO) permanent which will allow the management of motorised traffic during all 
future championship events.  
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2.0 DETAILS 
 
2.1  The Championship is an annual high profile event that attracts a great deal visitors as well as a 

worldwide media audience. It has always been necessary to have the appropriate traffic and 
parking management measures in place to facilitate the event and the various activities on the 
public highway within the vicinity of the All England Lawn Tennis Club. The mitigating measures 
are reviewed on an annual basis amongst various partners including the Council, TfL buses and 
the Police. In terms of security, this is essentially reviewed and managed by the Police. In 2021, a 
letter from the Assistant Commissioner of New Scotland Yard to the Council made a number of 
counter-terrorism recommendations which included the various road closures as set out in table 1 
of this report.     
 

2.2    To facilitate the 2021 event and in response to security issues, in partnership with the Police and 
AELTC, the Council introduced a number of motorised vehicular access restrictions as set out in 
table 1.   

 
2.3  The measures are considered necessary to manage event traffic flow during tennis event days at 

the All England Lawn Tennis Club without unduly impacting on access requirements for local 
residents, emergency services and visitors. It is considered that the measures enhance and 
increase the safety of visitors to the Championships and pedestrians in the area during the event 
by:  

• Reducing crowding and increasing the standoff distance on each side of the Grounds 
effectively away from the main gates at peak times.  

• Restricting vehicle access to these crowded areas during the Championships.  

• Creating a safer environment which mitigates vehicle-bourn threats within crowded spaces 
and is in support of prevailing guidance such as the National Counter Terrorism Security 
Office (NaCTSO) “Crowded Places Guidance”.  

• Increasing space available for people arriving or departing to adhere to guidance in relation 
to Covid19. This includes introducing new controls and restrictions on vehicle access on 
Church Road and Somerset Road.  

• Diverting unnecessary through traffic from the area during the Championships.  
 

2.4 The main reason for proceeding by way of an Experimental Traffic Order is to assess the effects 
of the proposals for a trial period before consideration is given to whether the provisions of the 
Experimental Traffic Order should be made permanent. This also allows minor modifications and 
improvements to be made.  

 
2.5 Many residents and members will be aware of the current All England Lawn tennis Club (AELTC) 

planning application and associated proposed restrictions for Church Road. The measures in this 
report are not related to the planning application and should not to be confused with the planning 
application’s proposals.   

 
2.6 Access Provisions 

As agreed by the Council, AELTC distributed letters dated 21st May and 16th June 2021 informing 
residents within the catchment area, how to apply for permits that ensures access to individual 
properties are maintained during the restricted periods. Provisions are also made for residents’ 
visitors through permits. Copies of these letters can be found on the Council’s website. Deliveries 
are managed by marshals controlling the closures. Please note that residential vehicular access 
cannot be permitted at Church Road (between AELTC Gate 1 and Gate 5) and Somerset Road 
(between Newstead Way and Marryat Road) closures.  

 
2.7 Full details including diversion plans, bus diversion, event day closures, permit applications etc 

can be found on the Council’s website:     
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  Experimental road closures during Wimbledon Championships 2022 | Merton Council 

 

3.  CONSULTATION 
 

3.1 The measures have been introduced under an Experimental Order which came into effect on 28th 
June 2021. This type of Order enables the implementation of a scheme during the statutory 
consultation stage. An Experimental Order allows the restrictions and the Order to be in place for 
a maximum of 18 months before a final decision is made. Anyone can make a representation 
within the first six months (the statutory/formal consultation period) of the Experimental Order 
coming into force. The EMTO allowed the Council to meet its extremely tight deadline upon 
receiving the letter from the Police but it also residents, visitors and other road users to experience 
the restrictions, thereby allowing them to make an informed decision prior to responding to the 
consultation. It also allows the Council to make minor adjustments. Consultees had in excess of 
6 months to respond to the consultation and residents were encouraged to allow sufficient time 
to experience the scheme before making a representation.  

 
 3.2 The ETMO came into effect on 28th June 2021 which started the consultation. Newsletters were 

delivered to all those properties in the area. Copy of newsletter is attached in appendix 1. The 
newsletter detailed the consultation process and the proposed measures.  

 
3.3    Residents were encouraged to submit their feedback on the Council’s website using specific on-

line feedback link. All available information was also posted on the website. Street notices were 
erected on lamp columns and published in the local papers and the London Gazette.    

   
3.4 The statutory consultation resulted in 226 representations. All the representations are detailed in 

appendix 2.  Although during a statutory consultation consideration is given to validity of comments 
i.e. it is not a vote, for ease of understanding, consultees were also given the option of agreeing 
or disagreeing with the proposed measures.  Of those who responded, 17 gave no indication of a 
preference, one failed to give an identifiable address and there were 27 responses that were 
duplicates or additional comments.  Multiple responses have been combined as per adopted 
practice.  This resulted in 180 valid online responses plus one response received via email after 
the consultation closed but has been included. The results show 82% of respondents against with 
14% in agreement with the remaining either making observations or ‘don’t know’.  Of the 
respondents 89% included comments with their responses.  This was only marginally higher for 
those who disagreed with the proposals. 

 
 3.5     Various analysis of responses are set out below: 
 
 3.5.1    No of Responses 
 

  

 
% 

No. of 
responses 

With Comment   No Comment 

No. % No. % 

Strongly Agree 8 15 13 87 2 13 

Agree 6 10 8 80 2 20 

Don't Know 4 7 5 71 2 29 

Disagree 12 22 20 91 2 9 

Strongly Disagree 70 126 114 90 12 10 

TOTAL 100 180 160 89 20 11 
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3.5.2      Location Analysis 
 

The following represents the respondents’ borough which shows almost an even split 
between respondents between Merton and Wandsworth boroughs. 

 

Borough % 
No. of 
responses 

Merton 50 90 

Wandsworth 48 87 

Kingston 1 2 

Bromley 1 1 

TOTAL 100 180 

   
 

 
    3.5.3     Responses by Ward:  

 
The Ward level results show the majority of respondents are from the West Hill ward in 
Wandsworth and Village Ward in Merton, which are the closest to the AELTC tennis ground.  
This represents 112 (62.2%) of the 180 respondents. The next largest responses are from the 
adjacent wards namely Wimbledon Park and Southfields which accounts for 146 (81.1%) of 
the 180 respondents.  

 

Ward % 
No. of 

responses 
Borough 

 
Abbey 0.6 1 MERTON 

Cannon Hill 0.6 1 MERTON 

Colliers Wood 0.6 1 MERTON 

Coombe Hill 0.6 1 KINGSTON 

Hillside 5.0 9 MERTON 
Hook & Chessington 
North 

0.6 1 
KINGSTON 

Kelsey & Eden Park 0.6 1 BROMLEY 

Merton Park 1.1 2 MERTON 

Raynes Park 4.4 8 MERTON 

Southfields 11.1 20 WANDSWORTH 

St. Helier 0.6 1 MERTON 

Tooting Broadway 1.1 2 WANDSWORTH 

Village 26.1 47 MERTON 

Wandle 1.1 2 MERTON 

West Hill 36.1 65 WANDSWORTH 

Wimbledon Park 7.8 14 MERTON 
Wimb. Town & 
Dundonald 

2.2 4 
MERTON 

TOTAL 100 180  
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3.5.3.1   The table below shows the four wards that yielded the highest number of respondents 
 Percentages % 

  

 Strongly 
Agree/Agree 

Don't 
Know 

Disagree/Strongly 
Disagree 

TOTAL 

West Hill (LBW) 13.8 1.5 84.6 100.0 

Village (LBM) 14.9 2.1 83.0 100.0 

Southfields (LBW) 25.0 5.0 70.0 100.0 

Wimbledon Park (LBM) 7.1 0.0 92.9 100.0 

     
 

 

3.5.4 The results show that the objections remain high in areas closest to the AELTC site.  Only 
Southfields shows a slightly higher number of people in agreement.  However, this only equates 
to five actual respondents. 

 
3.5.5 Analysis has also been undertaken by distance of respondent address to the centre of the 

Centre Court.  For this analysis the two furthest respondents have been removed as they are 
statistically anomalous, being 10km and 13km from the AELTC site. The first chart shows that 
approximately 85% of respondents are within a 2km radius of Centre Court.  The second chart 
splits the responses into distance range and shows that there is a clear peak at the 740-1,190m 
range.  Overall, the charts show that the vast majority of responses are within relatively close 
proximity to the AELTC tennis ground. 
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3.5.6 Analysis of Comments 
 

The comments have been analysed and summarised into 23 different categories based on theme 
of the comments.  The first 17 categories are reasons given in opposition to the proposals; the 
final six categories are reasons given in support of the proposals.  Some comments go beyond the 
road closure proposals and mention the wider plans of AELTC.  The chart below shows the 
distribution of comments, however, the full comments are detailed in appendix 2.   
 
 

THEME of COMMENT  
SUMMARY 

No of 
responses 
per theme 

Objections  

1: Church Road: a vital local road, don't close it 40 

2: Effect on public transport & cycling 26 

3: Inconvenience - longer routes, permits required for residents & visitors, difficult access 38 

4: Inconvenience - traffic disruption & congestion on surrounding roads 74 

5: Disproportionate measures to achieve stated aims 7 

6: Additional traffic on other routes causes safety issues 5 

7: Environment - additional pollution, damage to the park from car parking  24 

8: No benefits to residents, e.g. no priority for tickets or other residents amenities 9 

9: Original arrangements worked fine, including bridge, just need enhancing - no security risk to 
justify current plans 

34 

10: Poorly organised 6 

11: Adversely affects business & deliveries 8 

12: Excessively ambitious expansion plans & hours of closure 16 

13: Proposals should serve the wider community, not solely AELTC & its visitors 16 

14: Effect on vulnerable & disabled residents and hospital access 8 

15: Adverse effect on school & school run 7 

16: Respect the covenant between LBM & AELTC 2 

17: Build a permanent bridge or underpass plus better traffic management 11 

 

Support 
 

18: Environment will be more pleasant 1 

19: Plans are well organised 1 

20: Closure creates minimal disruption or inconvenience 5 

21: Sensible to close road 1 

22: Plans reduce car use and traffic 3 

23: Permanently close Church Road 1 
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3.5.7 The results show that the respondents are questioning the need for the proposals and feel that the 

previous arrangements, with some modifications would be adequate.  They cite a range of adverse 
effects on residents which they feel seriously impact their lives and are unnecessary to achieve 
the stated aims of AELTC. The majority object to the severe inconvenience and that there is 
nothing given in return. Respondents feel that there are alternatives, such as better traffic 
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management or building a permanent bridge or pedestrian tunnel.  The comments in support show 
that there is some differing opinion on the level of impact on the community, but this is rather 
minimal in its volume. Full details of all the comments are detailed in appendix 2.  

 
3.6 In response to some of the points raised by the objectors, it is noted that the restriction may cause 

inconvenience to some residents and every attempt has been and will be made to accommodate 
the residents’ vehicular access needs by means of permits. However, these measures are to 
address safety risks to the area and it is only for the duration of the championship. Notwithstanding 
the need for the restrictions, issues regarding the permit have been noted and the Council will 
endeavor to make improvements by longer lead times, better organisation and closer working with 
AELTC and residents. 

 
3.6.1  It is also acknowledged that the restrictions may cause congestion in the surrounding area, 

however, during the Championships, although inconvenient, it is considered that dispersed 
congestion is preferable to a localised concentrated congestion involving through-traffic, event 
traffic, spectators, taxis and buses which have previously resulted in congestion and conflicts along 
the route, leading to delayed journeys, road safety concerns, as well as a security risk with traffic 
being close to a highly populated venue. 

  
The closure of Church Road during the 2021 and 2022 Championships resulted in increased traffic 
on nearby roads such as Parkside and Merton Road, compared to non-Championship days. 
However, the Championships has always produced disruption and congestion as people were 
either delayed by event traffic on Church Road or using alternative routes to avoid it. The 
restrictions resulted in better management of local traffic with clearly signed diversion routes, which 
are monitored and reviewed annually. Comments for better signs have been noted and as per 
annual review, any further improvements will be put in place.    

 
3.6.2 With regards to bus journey times, data provided by Transport for London (TfL) show that public 

transport (493 bus) performed better in 2021 and 2022 when the road closure was in place 
compared to 2019, when Church Road was open to all traffic. Journey times were generally more 
predictable and shorter than they were in 2019 due to buses experiencing less conflicts and 
congestion on the diversion route.  

 
During the peak (spectator arrival period 10:00-12:00), the average bus journey time from 
Wimbledon station to Southfields station (northbound) was 30 minutes in 2019. This reduced to 
24 minutes in 2021 and 27 minutes in 2022. The average bus journey time during the same time 
period between Southfields station and Wimbledon station (southbound) was 27 minutes in 2019, 
reduced to 20 minutes in 2021 and 26 minutes in 2022. This shows that the road closure resulted 
in improved and more reliable journey times along the diversion route, compared to travelling on 
Church Road during The Championships.  

 
3.6.3 During the 2021 and 2022 Championships, Church Road was open to cyclists; any future 

restriction imposed on cyclists would be based on safety and security subject to Police 
recommendations / instructions. 

 
3.6.4 With regards to the hours of the restrictions, hours of closure reflect the times at which safety and 

security concerns are at their highest. The hours of closure will be reviewed each year and updated 
as necessary in consultation with AELTC and the Police and as per adopted practice, the 
measures including the hours will be subject to an annual review.   

 
3.6.5 In response to the parking issues raised by some objectors, the car parking arrangements for the 

2021 and 2022 Championships were very similar to previous years, with better signage to the car 
parks. Although not part of the Experimental Traffic Management Order, there is a commitment 
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from AELTC to reducing car parking over time which will reduce the congestion and environmental 
impacts. During the 2022 Championships AELTC reduced the capacity of Car Park 10 from 500 
to 350 spaces. Although some believe that this may lead to displaced parking in the area, parking 
can be addressed as t has been over the years by means of the appropriate parking management 
during the Championships.  
 

3.7 All the residents within the affected roads (area bounded by Somerset Rd, Bathgate Rd, Church 
Rd and) Burghley Rd were sent a newsletter (appendix 1) regarding the scheme and all available 
information were also available on the website. In addition, A newsletter attached as appendix 4 
was posted to 16000 residents on the AELTC community mailing list. 

 
3.8 It is essential to note that when making a decision based on the outcome of a statutory 

consultation, consideration must be given to the validity of objections rather than the number of 
objections.  And in this case, serious consideration must be given to the security risk implications 
if the appropriate measures are not put in place during the events. It is also essential to note that 
the measures will only be implemented during the events.   

3.9     All statutory bodies have been consulted and no objections have been raised.  
 
3.9.1  Positive feedback was received from TfL Bus Operations Service Delivery. 
 
3.10    It is acknowledged that some reasonable adjustments may be required to address some of the 

issues raised and where possible the Council will work in partnership with the AELTC, the Police 
and residents to ensure that those issues are addressed.    

 
2.11   In addition to the feedback received during the consultation, on 6th September 2021, an on line 

petition was also received against the proposed measures. The submission contained a list of 
signatories and a list of comments by some of those who signed the petition.  There were 700 
responses at the time of submission; however, the change.org webpage showed that there had 
been 743 responses; the organiser has not sent any updates since the e-mail on 6 September 
2021, so only the data that is held has been analysed.  Not all signatories provided a full address 
thereby making it challenging in identifying those who are directly affected by the restrictions i.e. 
local residents; however, based on the information provided, it appears that the majority of the 
respondents are from the SW19 and SW18 postcode. The petition and a full analysis are detailed in 
appendix 3.  

 
4.   OFFICER’S RECOMMENDATION 
 
4.1  When considering the outcome of the statutory consultation, consideration must be given to the 

nature and validity of the comments / representations and the objectives. As already mentioned, 
the restrictions are in response to safety and anti-terrorism and are therefore considered 

necessary in safeguarding all those in the area.      
 
4.2  It is, therefore, recommended that the Experimental Order is made permanent which will allow 

the implementation of the restrictions during the annual event.  
 
5.  ALTERNATIVE OPTIONS 
 
5.1    Not to implement what is a critical and necessary safety and risk-mitigating scheme. This would 

be irresponsible and contrary to the request and advice received from the Police and would 
have serious high risk implications on both the local traffic authority and AELTC..    
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6.  TIMETABLE 
6.1 The permanent Traffic Management Order will be made soon after Cabinet Member decision 

is published. 
 
7.  FINANCIAL RESOURCE AND PROPERTY IMPLICATIONS 
7.1  All associated costs are covered by All England Lawn Tennis Club. 

 
8.  LEGAL AND STATUTORY IMPLICATIONS 
 
8.1 The Traffic Management Orders would be made under Section 6 of the Road Traffic Regulation 

Act 1984 (as amended). The Council is required by the Local Authorities Traffic Order (Procedure) 
(England and Wales) Regulations 1996 to give notice of its intention to make a Traffic Order (by 
publishing a draft traffic order). These regulations also require the Council to consider any 
representations received as a result of publishing the experimental order. 

 
8.2 The Council has discretion as to whether or not to hold a public inquiry before deciding whether 

or not to make a traffic management order. A public inquiry should be held where it would provide 
further information, which would assist the Council in reaching a decision. 

 
8.3  The Council’s powers to make Traffic Management Orders arise mainly under sections 6, 45, 46, 

122 and 124 and schedules 1 and 9 of the RTRA 1984. 
 

9.  HUMAN RIGHTS & EQUALITIES AND COMMUNITY COHENSION IMPLICATIONS 
 
9.1    The Council carries out careful consultation to ensure that all road users are given a fair 

opportunity to air their views and express their needs. The scheme includes special consideration 
for the needs of people with blue badges, local residents, and businesses without prejudice 
toward charitable and religious facilities. 

 
9.2 Bodies representing motorists, including commuters are included in the statutory consultation 

required for draft traffic management and similar orders published in the local paper and London 
Gazette. 

 
10.  CRIME AND DISORDER IMPLICATIONS 
 
10.1 There are terrorism implications associated with this annual event which can be addressed by the 

proposed measures along with other measures managed by the Police.    
 
12.  RISK MANAGEMENT IMPLICATIONS 
 
12.1 There may be some dissatisfaction amongst the objectors but the needs and benefits of the 

measures that are only in place during the championship events outweigh majority of the 
comments made against the measures.   

 
12.2  The risk of not implementing the restrictions would have safety and security implications.   
 
13.  ENVIRONMENTAL IMPICATIONS 
 
13.1 When determining the type of schemes to be designated on the highway, section 45(3) requires 

the Council to consider both the interests of traffic and those of the owners and occupiers of 
adjoining properties. In particular, the Council must have regard to: (a) the need for maintaining 
improved movement of traffic, (b) the need for maintaining reasonable access to premises, and 
(c) the need to reduce road collisions. 
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13.2 The restrictions remove general traffic from key roads or sections of roads whilst facilitating the 
vehicular access needs of residents and their visitors to their properties.   

 
15.  APPENDICES 
 
15.1  The following documents are to be published with this report and form part of the report. 
 

Appendix 1 - Newsletter  
Appendix 2 - Representations to statutory consultation  
Appendix 3    - On - line petition 

           Appendix 4   -  ALL ENGLAND LAWN TENNIS CLUB Newsletter    
  

 
Background documents 

 Cabinet Member report dated 7th June 2021, titled The Wimbledon Championships Event - 
Church Road and Somerset Road Closure 
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  Newsletter           Appendix 1 
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   Statutory Consultation Representations                     Appendix 2    
 

OBJECTIONS 

Closing Church Road is draconian and has lead to backed up traffic and pollution in surrounding roads. With 
reduced numbers of spectators and without players and their staff staying in the local area, the data you are 
collecting from cameras and speed / traffic sensors are unrepresentative of a normal year and will dramatically 
underestimate the scale of the disruption. 

No issues in previous years with Church Road being open. This year pedestrians walked on church road 
despite it still be in use for some vehicles which seems less safe. 493 bus on multiple occasions had difficulty 
on Queensmere road (both from Parkside and Bathgate road) causing large amounts of traffic. 

Whilst I appreciate the desire to limit crowding around the AELTC during the tournament, the effect of these 
closures is to dramatically worsen traffic for residents in the surrounding areas and to force increased traffic 
past the Church and a number of nearby nurseries and schools, putting children at risk. In addition it creates a 
precedent for the AELTC to push for similar or even more widespread restrictions in the future which 
overwhelmingly benefit them to the detriment of the local community. 

The local area has coped perfectly well for many years without such a road closure and to the extent that the 
system needs good safety management the AELTC has more than enough resources to pay for it. Local 
residents were affected and very inconvenienced this year by the closure and emergency vehicles were 
prevented from driving past the grounds - I know as I was a patient in an ambulance trying to get to St 
Georges which had to be diverted resulting in a longer journey. 

The closure of church road is very in convenient and unnecessary, it has worked in the past with one way 
system and partial closure 

Am concerned about the consequent increase in traffic on surrounding roads. I haven't noticed it particularly 
this fortnight, unsure whether this is because of 50% capacity. 

I strongly disagree with the AELTC Wimbledon Park Project subject to the Planning Applications submitted to 
the LBM 21/P2900 and LBW 2021/3609. Until new comprehensive proposals are developed for consideration 
and to the satisfaction of our local community and all stakeholders, I cannot support proposals for road 
changes to deliver the Wimbledon Championships with solutions that may prejudice the long term benefit of 
Wimbledon Park. 

Safe delivery of The Championships - it’s almost impossible to tell. On the other hand if the scheme nudged 
people not, not, not to arrive by car but rather to walk, cycle or use public transport then it would achieve a 
goal on par with England 2 Denmark 1. 

Whilst I understand the AELTC's desire to increase retail space (as indicated on their consultation artists' 
impressions), improve passage from one side of the road to the other, and enhance security measures, this 
obviously impacts residents of both Merton and Wandsworth. The most obvious immediate impact is on 
vehicle traffic, both cars and buses, but it appears that this will also have a detrimental effect on pedestrians 
and cyclists. This year, pedestrians (walking and running) could pass AELTC without restrictions and cyclists 
appeared to be able to dismount and walk past. However, and again based on the artists' impressions 
accompanying the consultations, it would seem that this will not necessarily be the case under a "permanent" 
scheme. Depending on destination, evidently, preventing pedestrian access past the grounds greatly 
increases the time and distance involved for the large number of walkers, runners and cyclists currently using 
this route. I would have thought that many of the aims of AELTC could be met by alternative solutions such as 
bridging the road, or, better from a visual standpoint, installing one or more appropriate pedestrian tunnels. 

Road closures negatively impact local residents to benefit visitors to the championships. There are no benefits 
provided by the AELTC to local residents and any disruption will justifiably cause hostility. 

Just who pays Council Tax and has to live with the disruption during the 2 weeks of the Wimbledon 
Championship! I may live slightly further away but the knock on effect is quite frankly a pain in the arse!!! 
Please note I am a Wandsworth Resident!! 

I have now experienced those road closures for the Championships over the last two weeks. I am a tennis fan 
and see the important role that some traffic management can play in the timely arrival of traffic to the event. 
However these changes have the opposite result. The queues of traffic going through the village are 
horrendous since it is the only route available. My daughter trains at Wimbledon Park track twice a week and 
we had to drive along Parkside then turn down Queensmere Road to the bottoms if Bathgate toad and then go 
that way to the park entrance. The traffic was really bad in Parkside. Perhaps a compromise could be that local 
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residents or people using the local facilities ie the athletics track could be given a badge allowing access to 
those roads. 

The original walk way through the park was save and did not require road closures which pushed the traffic 
down Granville Road passed the primary’s school and pollution definitely rose in this area. So you are actually 
harming children by closing these roads. 

The roads and public transport is already busy enough during the championship and congestion for the 
ordinary local driver would be very stressful 

What about people who need to use public transport i.e. number 493 bus during Wimbledon fortnight? It is not 
acceptable that their needs are being ignored. 

Too much toadying to the Corporate Championships 

Closure of Church Road has significant impact on local residents. In addition, the restrictions on roads leading 
off Parkside mean more traffic on Parkside which causes delays at peak hours for local residents. In previous 
years this was not necessary. I strongly disagree with using Wimbledon Park as a car park. This is a 
community resource and should not be used for parking. Recent rain has caused damage to the grass which 
will take months to repair - all at a cost to the local Community. 

I wanted to make representations to the ETMO on four counts especially as this is a public road paid for out of 
council tax : i) Ensuring cycle access is maintained throughout. More clarity and communication to council 
officers that cyclists should continue to be allowed to use church lane throughout the championships. My 
experience was mixed where in some cases officers said the road was closed and you couldn't pass any 
further. ii) It feels like the order is too extensive for motor vehicles and would be a fairer balance to be more 
targeted in terms of time length including starting time. For example starting at 8.30am when the majority of 
spectators arrive much later in the morning / lunchtime and separately applying to late into the evening when 
those arriving for the tennis and hence planning to use church lane would of already arrived. iii) Potentially 
more practical would be establish bridges over church lane potentially allowing direct entry to the 
championships with ticket / security checking on the golf course side of the road. This would also increase 
security with not having large number of spectators on church lane. iv) Taxi access was allowed whereas other 
motor vehicles were not which seems discriminatory. Thank you 

The closures of the roads mentioned means our travel to and from Putney will be affected. 

Unable to drop off passengers near to Centre Court Unable to approach taxi rank unless approaching from 
Wimbledon Village. 

The current restrictions (which I will ignore) mean that I now have to display a ' residents permit' to drive to and 
from my own home vis ' checkpoints' which is on a private road (which I part own) I have lived in Somerset 
road/cedar court for 10 years, there is no precedent for these type of impositions which are totally unnecessary 

completely unnecessary and unprecedented restrictions. I have lived in XXXX for 10 years + and my family 
and I feel like prisoners in our own home. Disgusting behaviour by AELTC and Council 
The measures are entirely disproportionate . I have lived near AELTC for years and such measures have 
never been in place or were needed. I feel like a prisoner in my own home. Disgusted ! 

I live in XXXX. We are inconvenienced by pre Wimbledon traffic going to the site (although I believe they are 
not supposed to use our road to access). During the Championship all manner of traffic passes us (driving in 
excess of 20 mph speed limit) and uses our road as per normal to bypass Parkside. Then they realise they 
cannot continue through Burghley Road to Church Road so a traffic queue builds up whilst they adjust to 
travelling up Marryat Road. There have been 10 -20 cars in a queue at times. In the latter part of the day 
chauffeurs and drivers sit outside the houses at our end of the road on residents parking spots and over 
driveways for several hours. Only move off when asked by officials (if they are forceful) do not move off of Zi 
ask. I did ring the ALL ENGLAND LAWN TENNIS CLUB tel no who agreed to follow up - someone came round 
to move them off on Fay I but illegal parking has continued raver to day bar Sunday. My don tried to cycle 
along Church Road (past the club) and said it was dangerous with the number of people walking on the toad. 
He has now taken to cycling a long way round or when the tennis has either not started or is over. We have a 
pass. It difficult for any unexpected visitors or family visiting who do not know they can ring us before hand and 
we can ring the number from ALL ENGLAND LAWN TENNIS CLUB to give them access. Too much to do so 
just have to be redirected the long way round. Or a good experience! I could go on x d on and on No 
advantage for locals - having a tournament so close but still so difficult to get tickets. 

As a side road, XXXX, we see an increased traffic flow and endless parking of vehicles, specifically cabs for 
spectators 
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The power of the AELTC and its grandiose plans for expansion have got totally out of hand. This road closure 
and its plans to build on Wimbledon Park golf course are totally unnecessary and for the sake of their greed 
the AELTC will completely desecrate a glorious open space and blight the neighbourhood. This tournament 
has successfully been held in its present state for years and should not be allowed to ruin the lives of local 
residents. 
The Wimbledon tournament is already very large and places a burden on the AELTC neighbourhood and 
Southfields' facilities that is just bearable. The planned expansion is unnecessary and to my mind just a 
grandiose revenue expansion exercise by the AELTC. I do not believe 'Safety considerations' play any part in 
the AELTC's reasoning and planning request. 

Why are event cars transporting players not allowed to use Burghley rd. Wimbledon is about the players, yet 
they are not allowed through barriers to use the quickest route to the grounds. They are forced to take the long 
route round from Arthur rd, mixing with heavy traffic and through spectators on their way to watch them! A bit 
more common sense, joined-up thinking and pragmatism, please. 

Church Road s a vital through route between Wimbledon and Southfields. There simply is no alternative. 
Please DO NOT close it. Don't close Church Road. If the all England are worried about the safety etc of entry 
arrangements they should use a different entrance gate. 

We object to Church Road and other surrounding roads, which normally provide routes through the area being 
closed at any time. It is an important route for all vehicles travelling around this area and its temporary closure 
causes much inconvenience to residents in the area together with the associated traffic congestion and 
pollution that occurs at the points where the road closures are made. It seems that the closure of a public road 
so that a private organisation can better organise their activities is unjust. Wimbledon Tennis has grown and 
grown in terms of the extent and intensity of its use over the last two or three decades to the point where it's 
impact on the surrounding area during the tournament is now excessive. 

Access for residents is important! 
Easy access is important! 
It is important to me to allow free access to Steeple Close, a turning off Church Road. 

If church road is closed we As residents should be allowed to use other roads eg. Marryat road, Burghley 
Road, Bathgate Road etc. However we are not able to do so without a yellow permit. This makes for a lot of 
inconvenience since we use these roads to visit our local businesses and amenities. Consideration to local 
residents has not been taken into properly. This definitely needs to be addressed. 

It is hugely disruptive to residents of this road and surrounding roads. People cannot catch the 493 bus easily 
as the rd is blocked. Roads off Church road are subjected to increased traffic n larger vehicles moving down 
quieter streets. Wimbledon tennis seem to take over our area and streets and residents suffer as a 
consequence. 

Even though traffic to the AELTC Championships was reduced this year because of reduced spectator 
numbers and Covid-19 restrictions, the closure of all the roads within such a wide area for such a prolonged 
period each day, caused huge disruption for residential movement and travel, necessitating longer routes with 
associated additional traffic, pollution and noise. I do not see why the residential population should be 
subjected to this. In past years road access limitation during the late morning and early evening was perfectly 
adequate for the control of tennis related traffic when most spectators were arriving and leaving. The local 
population get no benefit but have to suffer the consequences. It is grossly unfair, draconian and 
unreasonable. 

The road closure has turned Victoria Drive into a rat run for black cabs and Uber drivers. Most of whom appear 
to be driving well in excess of the 20mph limit. In addition we now have to drive about 3 times the distance to 
return from school in the morning and I’m both directions for the afternoon pickup. Extra time taken and 
pollution caused in the areas. AELTC should be building large underpasses and a temporary bridge to join the 
2 sites, not causing local residents even more inconvenience in their daily life. 
The road closure created various dangerous rat runs in the area. Angry diverted drivers regularly sped 
dangerously fast up Victoria Drive trying to find alternative routes whilst taxis and Uber drivers used the area 
for pick ups and drop offs. In addition, locals like ourselves had to take long daily diversions to carry out normal 
simple tasks like the school run, shopping trips and travelling to/from work. Please do not allow this experiment 
to be repeated. 

The closure of Church road and surrounding roads is insane. It creates so much traffic around the area. I work 
as a deliveroo driver paid per order in Wimbledon area. This is massively affecting my income as I have to 
spend more time on the road and earn less. I understand Wimbledon Tennis takes place on the stadium, not 
on Church road. In addition, the traffic marshals standing at each closed end of the road have no idea how to 
re direct us to a different route. They also don’t know which other surrounding roads are closed too. Also, there 
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are no signs other than “road ahead closed”. I believe that when a road gets closed there should be signs to re 
direct drivers to alternative routes. I am a resident in the area and I haven’t been made aware of the road 
closed prior to it taking place. Finally, I would like to know what the local authority will do to compensate for 
closing the road without announcing the local residents and not being able to offer alternative routes. 

"It is considered that the proposals will enhance and increase the safety of visitors and pedestrians in the area 
during tennis events" What it has not considered is the safety of the Local Residents on the other roads which 
will have increased traffic due to these closures. One of these is St Mary's Road which already has too much 
(fast) traffic coming onto it from Arthur Road and going past the Church and Oaktree Nursery which has a lot 
of people (including the elderly and Mums with buggies) trying to cross at an inadequate crossing. 

Awful idea, no consideration for residence, even saw contractor allow "who they please through" even those 
without permits etc. 

It seems that certain residents are incredibly inconvenienced without any attempt at compensation whatsoever 
By this I don’t mean monetary but instead some gesture of priority tickets or something similar - at the moment 
the residents take all the pain . 

My wife and I are in our 70s. My wife is severely disabled and in need of constant assistance and care. My 
daughter lives in Southfields with her family and makes daily visits to help. This is as well as managing the 
state school activities of two young daughters. Interfering with good access between the two homes will cause 
major disruption and a worrying issue when sudden help is required. If our daughter can't get here it may well 
result in added demands on precious nhs resources. Church road is a lifeline at all times. If some sort of 
closure , which we utterly oppose, does go ahead there should be a system of passes to allow needy residents 
the ability to get through. Total closure is wrong and should not be permitted. 

We live right in the middle of this area. The current system works well. Whilst it does get busy, the traffic keeps 
moving and we can get in and out of home to go to work etc. The proposals as suggested would create 
unnecessary restrictions. 

The bloated ambitions of the AELTC seem to be supported by Merton Council whatever the consequences on 
local residents. We are residents and live here, the AELTC don’t, why don’t Merton Council put us first for 
once. Shame on Merton councillors for buckling to every whim and proposal that the AELTC make; we know 
you get priority tickets for the tennis tournament but please, occasionally, remember the smaller people who 
live in the area. 

The requested closure of Church Road by the AELTC private members sports club has little if anything to do 
with security. It has everything to do with their own personal needs for joining the two parts of their land 
ownership together. What security issues does closure of the road mitigate that temporary bridges and lifts and 
an underpass do not? With the latter all the residents would not be inconvenienced either, although that seems 
to have little weight with this type of decision. 

The Championships are getting too big for their own good. They are destroying the ambience of the fortnight in 
the pursuit of yet more revenues. Local residents get nothing back from the AELTC other than disruption to our 
lives and these closures are yet another example. They are also potentially part of the 'mission creep' that the 
AELTC indulges in when looking to expand their site further into the protected metropolitan land of the 
Wimbledon Park golf course. 

It cuts off the Southfields and Wimbledon Areas and has a very high negative impact. Residents of Wimbledon 
have been forced to make large detours adding to the burden on their routines, business and daily life. The 
annual closure will force extensive disruption upon the local community and add to the already burdensome 
period during the annual championships. AETLC should not be allowed to continuously add to resident 
inconvenience in order to enrich themselves: their annual event is no more than a hosting exercise. Their track 
record in creating new world class tennis stars in England is appalling. 

Church Road is a vital link between Southfields and Wimbledon with several stops in between for the 493 bus 
route which provides an essential service between the two. The loss of some of those stops would cause a 
major problem for the elderly and infirm. 

We object strongly to this scheme. 

Partial closure of Church Road, Somerset Road, Bathgate Road and the rerouting of bus 493 were 
unnecessary and caused traffic to use Queensmere Road and the rat run through Thursley Gardens to gain 
access to the A3/West Hill/Roehampton. No temp bus stops on the rerouted section of 493 bus. This scheme 
ensured only Wandsworth residents not Merton residents were inconvenienced. NIMBY mentality, AELTC 
mentality 

Church Rd is a main road, with a bus route. Why should it be closed for a private money making enterprise, 
inconveniencing local residents 
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The disruption has been significant with lengthy detours and heavy traffic on the distributor network. For all 
practical purposes, connectivity between the communities of Wimbledon and Southfields has been lost. The 
road closures created large traffic jams in Wimbledon Village and at the roundabout at the top of Church Road 
queues have built up on Church Road at each end of the closed area. Traffic has backed up at St Mary’s 
roundabout. On average the road closures have added at least 10 minutes to our car journey's which are 
unavoidable for us as my wife is disabled. For us the disruption was far worse than in previous years. 

The AELTC have ignored residents. I was given no notice at all of the closure and traffic in all surrounding 
residential roads have been badly affected. 

The closure of Church Road has severely impacted on the footfall for businesses, such as mine, during the 
tournament. Parking restrictions have impacted on deliveries, visitors and customers. It has pushed idling cars 
and taxis into residential roads also impacted bus routes disrupting those who need to travel. It has worked in 
previous years not being closed without any problems, why is there a need to change it now? 

You need to remember that you are OUR representatives, the residents of Merton. You are not the 
representatives of the elitist membership of the All England Club and what they are proposing is excessive, 
damaging to the environment and not in the interests of the community. You must enforce the covenant and at 
the very least greatly reduce the proposed development and absolutely refuse permission for the new show 
court. 

I have read the reasons that Merton gave for supporting this temporary closure and confirm that if there are no 
further social distancing Covid requirements in 2022 support for closure in 2022 should be rescinded. Merton 
should consider a temporary ban just on commercial vehicles unless making a delivery. I, and many 
commercial photographers, have filmed the astonishing emptiness of Church Road during the Championships. 
The board of the AELTC should be ashamed by the many traffic snarl-ups between Merton road and Parkside 
whilst our thoroughfare, Church road, lay unused. The right way to ensure visitor safety in this 20 mph zone no 
road closure should be allowed but the AELTC should be enabled to provide two bridges to carpark 8 and 
carpark 6 and the Church Road (east side) pavement should be doubled in width. 

I strongly object to the road closure and diversion of the 493 bus route which is the bus used by local residents 
to travel to and from St George’s hospital. The roads into which the bus would be diverted are unsuitable for 
large vehicles and likely to cause gridlock. 

it is unacceptable that this road which is a main route for locals to move between Wimbledon and 
Southfields/Wandsworth and beyond should be completely closed for the entire 3 weeks of the (proposed 
extended) championships. It should not be about the "safe delivery of the championships" but should be about 
the local community and how this impacts. Your questioning is entirely round the wrong way. The 
Championships are welcome in Wimbledon for the two weeks but it is quite wrong to be shutting this road. 
That is an extraordinary question to ask which is completely loaded. Why just ask about the championships? 
What about ALL your residents who live locally who are hugely affected in their ability to move about locally by 
the closing of church road. It is a through route for local people to get to the businesses & shops in Southfields 
and beyond. This is not all about the championships but Merton Council seem to be only interested in 
facilitating the growth of this club. 

I object to the closure of Church Road during the tennis fortnight. I drive my disabled daughter through Church 
Road twice daily to access her special needs school, XXXX. Any additional journey time or driving risk will 
affect her wellbeing. There will be other pupils who also use Church Road to get to the school also. Pupils at 
the school come from a wide reaching area, often from substantial distances, the school is a specialist school 
for sensory impairment. The closure will add unnecessary journey time to these vulnerable children’s days. In 
our case, this year’s diversion caused my daughter additional fatigue and an earlier start leaving less time for 
essential therapies and medication needed prior to school. The closure of Church Road is not an acceptable 
proposal for our family and others. 

The road closures are unnecessary and are very disruptive to local residence. Parkside has been very busy 
and with the Wandsworth restrictions in place about turning off parkside thus congestion has significantly 
increased. AELTC need to remember that local residence need to be able to continue with their daily lives 
without being impacted for potentially 3 weeks when they bring the qualifying tournament to the club. If road 
closures are going to remain then the permits need to be extended to the immediate roads into Wandsworth so 
they are not adversely affected by the closures. Very poor communication from AELTC to local residence 
about the roads other than church road that would be closed. 

Stopping up Church Road cuts off Southfields from St George’s Hospital and creates traffic in other routes, it 
means that getting my extremely vulnerable son to hospital in an emergency situation is now an unnecessarily 
dangerous affair, putting his life at risk as well as lots of other vulnerable people at risk. Wimbledon has never 
required this road to be closed, this is mission creep by AELTC and Merton need to be strong enough to stand 
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up to them. 
Church Road is a key channel for many local residents, particularly for people trying to get to St George’s 
Hospital from Southfields. it has been kept open for all the previous Championships up until now. Nothing has 
changed. It just creates huge traffic on the other roads. 
From the AELTC's recently published myth buster: "It is our longer-term aspiration, as part of the AELTC 
Wimbledon Park Project, to temporarily close Church Road for three weeks over The Championships and 
Qualifying period only." This is a horrendous scenario for Southfields residents. A lot of our shops (Wimbledon 
Village) schools (both my son and daughter attend school in the Village and Town), hospitals (St George’s 
Hospital) and work/social lives are based down Church Road. They go on to say that : "During those three 
weeks, the 493 Bus will be rerouted locally to avoid Church Road. Data from 2021 showed this had little 
impact on local traffic, and improved bus journey time and reliability." They were measuring this in the middle 
of the pandemic!!!!! What a ridiculous sample to take. Anyone who lives in Southfields knows what the Plough 
Lane junction and Parkside look like with traffic jams in rush hour and when there are road closures, this 
causes huge delays to all. We are a residential area in Zone 3 London, this is not an area with the road 
infrastructure to allow a permanently closed road in such a key location for 3 weeks. The myth buster makes 
clear AELTC's intention, i.e. this is not to do with H&S or Terrorism, the tournament has run for decades with 
Church Road open and everything has been fine - this is to do with them wanting to make more money and 
enlarging their racquets tournament in an unsuitable Central London location, and in the process making local 
residents lives worse for 3 weeks - 50% longer, and 100% worse traffic impact than before. 

The Wimbledon Championships should not be allowed to block essential communications in the Borough 

700 residents signed a petition objecting to the closure of Church Road during the Wimbledon championships. 
I will send you the signatures and comments separately since this form does not provide sufficient space. The 
petition: The All England Lawn Tennis Club have asked LB Merton to close Wimbledon Park Road/ Church 
Road for the entire duration of the Tennis championships this year. The closure hours proposed are from early 
morning until almost midnight, 7 days a week for 2 weeks+ I believe this is an unnecessary hindrance to 
residents needing to travel this route e.g. using the 493 bus to St Georges Hospital which would be diverted 
and sets a precedent for the AELTC to "take over" this public thoroughfare. By pushing traffic away from the 
Tennis, pollution would increase in already heavily congested roads and minor residential streets totally 
unsuited to this traffic. If you oppose the total closure of this road, please sign our petition. Thank you. 
I have today sent you a report "Impact of the Closure of Church Road, Wimbledon, during the Wimbledon 
Tennis Championships" . This illustrates the impact this proposed road closure has. The report estimates that 
an additional 150 tonnes of carbon are released into the atmosphere by this road closure in addition to 
increased noise, pollutants and unnecessary delay to residents and local businesses. This ETO should not be 
allowed to continue. 

There are too many roads closed. Why have you closed Burghley? It is not mentioned on any of the signage 
and it is a good through road to get traffic away - at the moment you are making traffic turn road and go 
through the village to get up to the A3 which has more traffic and pedestrians than Burghley. 

This scheme severely impacts on residents' ability to go about their business. There will be major impact on 
parents dropping off children at school, some negotiating two different schools and a very tight schedule, 
residents with mobility issues, young children or who don't live walking distance who depend on their cars or 
bus route that runs along Church Road to access local shops or the hospital. There is already considerable 
disruption in terms of increased traffic on local roads and suspension of parking. Closure of Church Road and 
the detour that will be needed as a result will be a nail in the coffin for residents already stretched by pressure 
the tournament creates. As a resident I strongly oppose the closure of a road that is key to our community for 
any length of time, specially for weeks on a yearly basis. The AELTC's desire to close Church Road, which is a 
key access road around our park in this way is in my view a gross infringement of residents' rights for their own 
convenience. The AELTC has never closed this road in the past and has proven year after year that the 
tournament can run smoothly without doing so. Wimbledon tennis tournament and residents have happily 
coexisted for years, please do not allow the AELTC to use excuses that do not stack up to put convenience 
over the rights of the local residents. The excuse of 'terrorism' is flimsy when taken into account that the threat 
of terrorism has been much higher in previous years yet this road was not closed. The running of the 
tournament during these years has proved that closure of this road is not necessary. As for air quality 
improvement? Yes on the pedestrianised road not enjoyed by residents but neighbouring roads will suffer 
increased pollution from extra cars and long detours. The AELTC needs to act sensitively to the needs of local 
residents and not impose punitive long and yearly sanctions over its neighbours. I ask the council to protect 
local residents' rights and reject the closure of the road. 
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As a local resident, I strongly object to the 2021 experimental traffic scheme. I live very near the AELTC and 
use Wimbledon Park Road every day for daily life (shopping, work etc). The three week closure was extremely 
disruptive for my family's life. It also meant that there was more traffic passing along our street, and others 
locally, which are not designed for significant traffic volumes. I understand that roads are sometimes closed for 
major sporting events (e.g., roads around Wembley) but a road closure for a full three-weeks is unpresented 
and unpreventably disruptive. (E.g., perhaps the road is just closed for Finals Weekend?). It is particularly 
annoying when AELTC does absolutely nothing to support amenities for local residents. We are being asked to 
suffer very major disruption in our lives for a private members' club which contributes nothing back to us 
despite making many hundreds of millions from the tennis tournament each year. 

We use this road regularly to look after an elderly parent who lives in Wimbledon and we drive from 
Southfields close to the AELTC. The alternative route is congested and take much longer. 

The 0800-1000 no left turn restriction from Tibet’s corner on to Withycombe road should generally be repealed 
but particularly so during the championships as the traffic it creates elsewhere is ridiculous 

It's absolute lunacy to completely close off Church Road between certain hours during the Wimbledon 
Championships. The re-routing of traffic has caused mayhem in the local area. Every single round which 
surrounds the AELTC has been reduced to a snails pace throughout the day and the consequences of this are 
horrendous for local residents and for tennis visitors. I can smell and taste the pollution from the cars which are 
backed up everywhere. This better not be repeated next year! Closing the neighbouring roads in and around 
AELTC is a nuisance (particularly Church Road) and causes a huge disruption to local residents like us. We 
have three children and frequently need to drive to Wimbledon Village and beyond, which causes no end of 
stress having to follow diversions through very narrow roads and increases journey times significantly. 

Unnecessary - please publish the "security concerns" that lead to road closure. Merton lets the AELTC get 
away with too much. 

Please consider and compare to other major sporting events. Strongly support tennis (that is a business) but 
keep road open with necessary protective measure (e.g. bollards like in Westminster) and build underpass 
between stadia and golf course. Community and business being impacted at cost of business. As an aside, I 
am not impacted but big business bullying is not right 

I use Church Road (either by driving or using the 493 bus) fairly regularly to and from Wimbledon or Tooting 
for various reasons. There is NO inconvenience to either pedestrians or commuters during the over 40 years 
of my living in this area during Wimbledon Matches. Restricting and blocking the residents' use only serves the 
AELTC and is a grave disservice and inconvenience to the residents who have every right to use this road. 

Although not happy about it, I accept for this year only, given the pandemic, there MAY have been justification 
that because of security reasons, Church Road needed to be closed off, however, going forward, the AELTC 
SHOULD EITHER BUILID A BRIDGE OR TUNNEL UNDER THE ROAD. I am sure they could raise the funds 

There are no local traffic problems during the tennis that require new laws. 

With road schemes stopping traffic outside of all local schools between two periods each day, further road 
closures make it even more difficult for residents to get to where they need to go. Most of us avoid 
unnecessary car journeys, while paying high taxes and fees for the privilege of parking on our roads, etc. For 
the council to inconvenience residents further by closing more roads shows scant regard for residents. This 
council should be putting its ‘customers’ first. 

The traffic usually flows well during Wimbledon thanks to parking suspensions along the Road. Last year 
however, the closure of church road created huge bottle necks at the top of st Mary’s road snd fed through 
everywhere.. I also had to make huge detours as couldn’t get through church rd. 

This has a negative effect on local residents who work in the Borough. I work as a GP in Merton and would 
normally drive past the tennis to get to and from work. I am also concerned that the 493 bus that connects to 
St Georges Hospital is disrupted for local residents. 

Given reduced numbers versus previous years it seems counter intuitive that road closures were necessary or 
would be in the future when balanced against the disruption to residents usage and consequent delays 

Current arrangements related to parking restrictions across the wider area (all along Parkside, Marryat Road, 
Somerset Road, Southside Common and many other roads in the Village) and re-routing of traffic have 
resulted in a substantial increase of vehicle congestion level throughout the day. Many people looking for 
parking are turning in circles, repeatedly going down the same roads or lingering in the streets. There is 
virtually no possibility to park. During the tennis tournament, the local traffic is reaching an overflow state 
thereby ruling out any further deviation of increased traffic that would occur due to the lack of parking on the 
golf course in the future once the planning proposal from AELTC has been submitted. We are extremely 
concerned how a further expansion of the Championships will be successfully managed in terms of traffic 
without displacing and inconveniencing local residents even further than is already the case. It's mayhem 
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especially on the weekend when many people (including residents) are going around the Village and vicinity. 
The parking restrictions are far too wide reaching, i.e. SW18, SW19 and SW20 which is absurd. Traffic 
implications around SW19/SW18 1. The proposed plan is not at all clear about the parking arrangements and 
from what is shown it would appear that very little allowances have been made for Championships related 
parking requirements. This is in particular when considering that there are currently 10 (ten!) different parking 
areas allocated and all dotted around the current golf course. In light of the proposed increase of capacity 
overall this seems a significant oversight. As a consequence of the lack of parking the plan fails to indicate 
how the external 'park and ride' volume will be achieved? 2. Current arrangements related to parking 
restrictions across the wider area (all along Parkside, Marryat Road, Somerset Road, Southside Common and 
other roads in the Village) and re-routing of traffic have already resulted in a substantial increase of vehicle 
congestion level throughout the day. During the tennis tournament, the local traffic is reaching an overflow 
state thereby ruling out any further deviation of increased traffic that would occur due to the lack of parking on 
the golf course in the future. 3. We are extremely concerned how a further expansion of the Championships 
will be successfully managed without displacing and inconveniencing local residents even further than is 
already the case. From our perspective it is totally unacceptable that there will be a "no pedestrian access" for 
residents between Wimbledon Village to Southfields, forcing locals to walk around the whole area to bypass? 
This is not only unacceptable during the Wimbledon Championships but the concern is extended also to other 
tennis events where this enforcement might be applied. 

The thing is that if you cut off the main roads then the traffic goes everywhere else. Wandsworth council have 
already blocked the routes from the A3 into Southfields - it pushes the traffic everywhere else and then it 
stagnates and adds to pollution. Can't you just build a lovely bridge 

The event has been running for decades without Church road closure and diversion of the bus. terrorist alerts 
have been much higher in years gone by and that seems to be just an excuse to get this through as a 
permanent feature for the Championships. The event has seen far less crowds this year and the road closure 
was totally unnecessary. I live in Merton and have signed up for email nod but knew nothing about this 
consultation until it iOS too late. The residents of Southfields in the Borough of Wandsworth are affected far 
more but they are not consulted about this or the use of the Park. Re car parking in the park, it seems utter 
hypocrisy on the part of Merton council to permit this when it’s residents in Wimbledon, Wimbledon Park etc 
are being hit by double/triple charges on the basis that they live near public transport and therefore shouldn’t 
use cars. How can it’s selling of car parking in Wimbledon a park be conducive to the use of public transport 
instead of travel by public transport. Again the users of the park in the Borough of Wandsworth are never 
consulted let alone he users on the Merton side. We residents need that park. 
Since the Queue for the championships has been managed through the golf course and overhead bridge, the 
pedestrian and vehicle through Church Road has worked perfectly well. the Police always cite objections on 
security grounds, but this has been situation for many years and prior to 2021 has not necessitated a road 
closure. It is grossly unfair to local residents and those reliant on the 493 bus service to close Church Road 
and divert traffic onto residential streets already impacted by "School Streets" and three no right turns off 
Parkside (under Wandsworth Borough Council). The trial closure during Covid19 and consequential reduced 
attendance at the Championships in 2021 would not have provided an accurate assessment of the impact. 

Closing the local roads is farcical. The increase in traffic on other surrounding roads and the more pollutions 
that this brings to the local community is absurd. Why do local communities have to tolerate such disruption for 
a tennis championship. Its a disgrace. 

Closure of the road has a significant impact on accessibility for local residents both driving and buses. 

Closing Church Road and re-routing the buses doesn't work. The only way buses can turn out from 
Queensmere onto Parkside is with traffic marshals to stop the traffic - madness. 

This is too much of a burden on the community as Church road is a major thoroughfare for residents, local 
businesses and deliveries. 

Church road closures means huge disruption for us living on Wimbledon Park road. This road connects us 
easily and quickly to Wimbledon village, Wimbledon Broadway, South Wimbledon and Tooting. For 14 months, 
from 2019 to 2020, I was going up and down this road to take my husband to his 33 Chemo and radiation 
appointments to Royal Marsden followed by emergency trips to St George’s hospitals A&E when he was very 
ill. Have you ever made a car journey in winter at 5:00am with your husband in the back seat about to have a 
seizure? I dread to think what I would have done had the roads been closed at that time? 
I strongly oppose closing church road for 3 weeks during championship. As local residents we already suffer 
heavily due to pedestrian and transportation noise and pollution day and night throughout this event. Please do 
not add to our misery by cutting off this straight road that takes us to St George’s hospital and Wimbledon. 
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Don't want closures it's hard enough on residents as it is with heavy crowds, park swamped with cars and 
parking outside ones home becoming a problem. Blocked roads, pollution, and now more proposed closures! 
Not sustainable cannot express more dissatisfaction with these proposed further closures and consequential 
disruption. 

Don’t close our roads 

This causes major issues for local residents for everyday journeys like getting children to and from school. Our 
local park has also been ruined by turning it into a completely unnecessary overflow carpark. Parks are for 
children to play in and adults to exercise in and enjoy - not for cars! 

The road closure is very disruptive to locals. Church Road is the arterial route between Southfields and 
Wimbledon and many people make this trip several times daily. Closing the road from early morning to late 
night is excessively punitive and completely unnecessary. If the AELTC are concerned about safety why not 
have zebra crossings at key gates which are manned during peak hours instead? 

As a resident of Wimbledon Village needing daily access to Southfields this closure puts a huge amount of 
stress and wasted time onto my journey. The surrounding roads become gridlocked and access is almost 
impossible with economic and mental health consequences. We have not needed to close Church road in 
previous years and more use should be made of park and ride and the bus service from the station which is 
currently far too expensive. The residents suffer for a month and inconvenience is tolerated but this closure 
heightens and exacerbates congestion. 

The bus would not take me to Wimbledon or St George’s Hospital in tooting if you close church road 

Why should local people be banned because a private club wants to make huge amounts of money. They 
should bridge the road permanently anyway as they are going to destroy the golf course with another stand 
and numerous “ practice courts’ Slippery slope for closing the road during the pre competitions. Ban it. For a 
private tennis club to close a major thoroughfare for their exclusive benefit is a scandal. The attempted 
breaking of a restrictive covenant is also scandalous and potentially illegal 

The bus route is now much longer and on a busier road. The public should not be stopped from using the 493 
just because of the Championships. AELTC does not own Church Road and residents should not be 
inconvenienced in this way. More people should be encouraged to use public transport to get the 
Championships. Have AELTC considered maybe having an underground passageway so that spectators can 
get to the other side of Church Road? 

The closing of church road and surrounding access road is extremely inconvenient. It substantially increased 
the length of the school run and greatly increased traffic on Augustus Road. 

On the two occasions I needed to use the 493 bus there were major traffic hold-ups along Wimbledon Park 
Road solely due to the closure of Church Road. The bus I was on was further delayed as a large vehicle came 
into Bathgate Road from the far end and there was no room for the bus to pass safely. The closure of Church 
Road also exacerbated the traffic problems on Wimbledon Park Road with huge tailbacks, which also 
occasioned the 39 bus service to be curtailed. Whilst the AELTC may well feel closing Church Road is a better 
option, it causes major disruption to local residents and to the bus services. I see no reason why the overhead 
gantries cannot be erected as in previous years, with special measures being put in place for a safe crossing 
for those in wheelchairs or unable to negotiate the stairs. Closing Church Road shows a blatant disregard for 
all residents of the surrounding area. 

Not necessary, it has worked reasonably well in previous years without road closures. I suspect the real 
motivation is not security, but an attempt to prepare for the inclusion of a good part of the current golf course 
into the championship grounds. 

The road should not be closed during the tennis tournament 

I live here. I love the tennis championships. I wish to continue living with the championships all around me and 
me a part of them, whether I am in the grounds or not. I do not wish to be cut off from the 
championships/grounds. 

I do not support the road closures. The pedestrian bridge makes it safe for pedestrians to cross. 

It’s causes way to much traffic in our local area with all roads being blocked. 

Church Road should not be closed at all - it is a public road, vital to local amenities, and the AELTC has no 
right whatever to commandeer it. Question 4 is loaded in favour of agreeing to the proposals; the 
Championships can already be safely "delivered", as you call it, using the temporary bridge. 

As a local Southfields resident, I regularly use Church Road both by car and by bus, and see no good reason 
for even a temporary closure - as a public highway, it should be accessible to all, not effectively turned into a 
private road. Surely it makes more sense to build a simple walkway over the road, and keep the road open for 
public use at all times! 
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The changes caused gridlock on Burghley Road. Also trying to return home they had blocked the access from 
Burghley Road onto St Marys/Arthur Road at the junction with Church Road. This was not part of the proposed 
scheme but AELTC felt they could do this without any consultation or consideration for their neighbours 

Means directing traffic through village and obstructs access for locals to Wimbledon Common. Private 
enterprise should not be allowed to close public roads for any extended amount of time 

Local residents are being denied access through this part of Wimbledon. With the exception of close of play, 
which can cause a mass exodus, there is no reason why Church Road needs to be closed for the whole day 
for the entire Wimbledon Fortnight. Maybe it would be better to reduce the temporary car parks that spring up 
for the tournament and encourage more use of public transport/shuttle buses. That would reduce the air 
pollution and traffic congestion that happens every year. The present speed restriction of 20mph in Church 
Road and adjoining roads should be vigorously enforced. 

Church Road needs to be kept open during the championships. It is the route of the 493 bus which links 2 
major hospitals. Patients from Richmond, through to Roehampton and other areas of Wandsworth need to be 
able to travel along this route as there is very limited parking at both hospitals. 
Church Road needs to be accessible for residents needing to use the 493 bus who have appointments/ 
treatments at St George's and Queen Mary's hospitals during the championships. It is shameful that the 
wealthy attending the championships for their entertainment take priority over the basic needs of people who 
cannot afford to travel to hospitals other than on public transport and will be massively inconvenienced by road 
closures. Take note I am and have been an avid tennis fan all my life. 

Church road should not be closed - alternatives such as a road bridge should be considered 

I regularly (most days) use Church Road past the Championships as do many of those that live in the area and 
to close the road which is a main artery for the area would make it very difficult for local residents travelling 
around the area. On the safe issue residents know that they have to travel carefully for the safety of others in 
the area and there is the pedestrian bridge from the golf course to the main pavement. 

If we are local residents then we should be able to use the roads? Can ANPR not be used as I am a local 
tradesmen and am currently unable to commit to work in the area where I am unable to gain access or pay for 
parking? I would suggest this is almost an infringement on my civil liberties and rights as am being forced to 
reject work for 2 weeks in the year. If you can prove via your registration number plate or a visitors permit that 
you have a Merton permit I cannot see a reason why you cannot travel as normal. I see taxis are allowed 
through? And the transportation for players and officials so why not local residents? 

I disagree because if, as we have been told, it is for security reasons, there are a myriad of other discreet but 
very effective security measures the AELTC should be employing instead of inconveniencing thousands of 
local people, as seen at various sporting and other events around the country and world. They are going for 
the easy option for them, not for those affected by it. They should invest in proper security now, if the risk is 
deemed to be so great. 

It’s a major disruption to the area . The park green area will be usable for the near future. Why don’t they use 
the near empty golf course , which they own , and has no public access ? ( even during lock down when we 
asked to use it and was refused ) 

Church Road is an important through road for residents between Wimbledon and Southfields - it is a majorly 
used road. During this year’s championships it’s closure created traffic problems throughout the local area. It 
also cut off residents of Wimbledon and Southfields from one another including rerouting the 493. For example 
I live in Wimbledon and my sister who provides childcare support for my children lives in Southfields - it took 
nearly 40 minutes during the mornings to travel between our addresses. This not only has a negative impact 
on residents but also the environment through pollution from idle vehicles. On a second note I am very 
concerned about the impact of the proposed changes on reduced footfall through Wimbledon Village during 
the championships and the impact of this on local businesses, restaurants and cafes who really need the 
support of visitors. Merton should not be closing a major road for such a long period of time - this is not for a 
couple of hours during a football match - we are talking about several weeks - it is really disproportionate. 

The AELTC appear to think the entire area exists to facilitate the expansion of their site and their tennis 
tournament. The closure of Church Road and the expansion on the Wimbledon Park site is all part of a gross 
over-development of what is already a World class facility. The AELTC is very well resourced and can manage 
their event safely on their site as they have done for over a century, in closing the road for weeks every 
summer the AELTC is making Wimbledon residents pay the price for their security concerns, if residents are 
not compensated in some way then all this does is hand more space and freedom to operate to a commercial 
organisation at the expense of local residents. 

Aside from the road being a public right of way, closing just one road will not make anything safer, other than 
being a convenience for the club. In fact, it will encourage traffic in other areas. 
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The closure of Church Lane effectively closes off Southfields forcing traffic that needs to get from Southfields 
to Wimbledon (or vice versa) onto Augustus Road and Inner Park Road then onwards onto Parkside. The top 
of Augustus road where it meets Inner Park Road is single lane as, is Inner Park Road, neither are suitable for 
the volume of traffic. The impact on those who live in Southfields is considerable and does not appear to have 
been considered by the AELTC. You can't 'turn off' a major road without considering where the traffic will go. 
This should not be allowed in future years. 

I am deeply concerned at apparent bias in this Consultation. Question 4 describes the road-closures 'to 
support the safe delivery of the Wimbledon Championships'. The implication is that delivery is not 'safe' without 
these measures. The Wimbledon Championships have been run perfectly 'safely' for many years without the 
need for extensive road-closure, eg by the simple use of temporary bridges across Church Rd. Even on a 
bicycle, I was deterred from riding parts of Church Rd during the 2021 Championships. In this extremely hilly 
landscape, other routes involve multiple hills, and are therefore completely impractical for many bike-users. 
AELTC's current Planning Application suggests that no-one without a ticket for the tennis events would be 
allowed to pass the 'closed' roads - principally Church Rd. This would include walkers & cyclists, with 
substantial detours necessary. Completely impractical. 
This is a supplementary submission from me. There is worryingly little detail in this 'Consultation', and no 
indication that Qu 5 is the final question, until you have pressed 'Next' and find that it is the end. I was shocked 
at my first submission to find that was the case. It has the feeling of 'going through the motions' of a 
Consultation without any real substance. Even the Closing Date is not made clear, just a vague indication that 
the Consultation lasts for 6 months from the 28th June. In my first submission, I complained at the context of 
the use of the word 'safe' in the description of the reason for the ETO. The temporary bridge erected each 
Championships appears to do that job well enough. The Consultation appears loaded towards appeasing 
AELTC. The current Application (21/P2900) already gives that impression - ie allowing Outline Application for 
some elements, on Heritage/Conservation Area land. I would like to register a Complaint at the compilation of 
this brief 'Consultation'. 

Considering the volume of people that attend the Wimbledon fortnight, I have always been impressed over the 
decades at how well the championships are run, including traffic control. However, the proposals to include 
more roads closures during the fortnight will cause more congestion for the local residents and business who 
need to use the public roads in that area. 

It is unacceptable to close a road for two weeks for a private enterprise to conduct business 

This is excessive and an unnecessary burden to residents 

If AELTC wants safety on Church road , build an underpass or re-instate the overhead walkway. 

I have lived in this area for 48 years and at my current address XXXX for 22 years. The closure of roads off 
Wimbledon park side sw19 made it impossible for me to get home. I live in a cul de sac off west hill and my go 
and chemist are in inner park Ed and Victoria rd. both you needed parking permits to park there also I’m 
disabled and had to drive all around the houses to get home. It really disrupted my life and time journey to 
hospital appointments too. Even though I live in the Wandsworth borough Merton borough is on my doorstep 
but I believe you gave little or no consideration of the impact you caused. Especially to those whom live in 
close proximity of the tennis and more to those visiting and going to the event 

The road closures are totally unnecessary & would cause huge disruption & inconvenience to me as a local 
resident. The existing bridge that gets installed each year is all that is required to keep the ticket holders safe. 
Generally Church Rd is quiet after play starts & perfectly safe for locals to go about their business. 

I work in this area and do home visits. Majority of my clients are elderly so they count on me! Having to pull 
25kg of luggage with me because some of the roads are closed is ludicrous. I have lived in this area for over 
10yrs and never had any issues with traffic during the tennis. With all the restrictions it actually makes traffic 
worse! 

I totally disagree with the proposed changes to roads and bus routes in Wimbledon for the AELTC 
championships. This is causing a major traffic disruption for local residents. I object to the rerouting of the 493 
Bus due to the closure of Church Road. There will be no direct bus link from Wimbledon to Southfields . 

I strongly object to these changes as these road closures are excessive. There is limited access to Southfields 
from Wimbledon during the Wimbledon Championships as Church Road is closed. The 493 bus has to take a 
longer detour through Parkside which is inconvenient and not of any benefit to local residents as this route is 
already covered by the 93 bus. These proposals simply increase traffic in other areas of Wimbledon as more 
vehicles will be forced to travel there. Furthermore, this will lead to air quality being worse in those areas too. 

I also object to the biased way that question 4 is worded. It should be worded in a neutral way . The words 
support and safe have been introduced to get a biased response. 
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Unnecessary to close the road. Build a bridge as in past few years. That works at Twickenham!! Arrogant to 
reroute a bus up a residential road. Causes far more traffic and far more pollution on residential roads or else 
adds to congestion and pollution on West Hill and Parkside.  Who decides what is 'unnecessary through 
traffic'? Who decides what unduly affects local residents? Arrogant for AELTC to decide! How much was 
Wandsworth Borough Council listened to when disapproving of the closure on behalf of local residents affected 
by it? This year it was quite unnecessary to close the road, due to reduced numbers. Bridges have proved 
perfectly feasible in the past - as is permanent near Twickenham which is in use far more often . The one way 
system in the past also worked OK. Why are visitors valued above local residents who get no benefit from the 
tennis and a lot more traffic, noise and congestion eg at Southfields and along the roads returning to central 
London.? I hope it will be possible for pedestrians to use the public highway? If not they have a v long way to 
walk extra. The traffic order only refers to motorised vehicles/access. If there is to be additional parking on 
local roads this is a real hassle for local residents . The road closure in 2012 Olympics is not analogous as 
there were FAR more visitors and it was a one off special arrangement (once in ?50 years?) for the Olympics. 
Diversions will ADD to local pollution with diverted traffic going a longer route, meeting more traffic/congestion 
on say West Hill and so using more fuel and producing more pollution! Somewhere in the papers it refers to 
only 2 objecting emails being received - how were the public informed of the survey? Were there press articles 
inviting comment? Or notice boards ? Or what? The road closure from 8.30am to 11.30 pm is very long. 
Please and do NOT impose these restrictions in the future 

I totally object to this. This is a bad precedent to set. All this has done is cause congestion for local residents 
and other local Roads to become more polluted- which again affects residents. It feels like the needs and 
views of residents who pay Merton council tax are totally disregarded and the tennis club are allowed to do 
exactly what they want. 

All England club have no right to be allowed closure of Church Road. residents should not be inconvenienced 
for two weeks. All England Lawn Tennis Club have no regard for us, they are just a money making machine, 
NO benefit for us. 

Significant inconvenience to public transport. Road closure diverts traffic through residential areas. Route to 
Inner Park Road is in reality one way traffic as car parking narrows the streets. AELTC have plenty of money 
to dig a tunnel, build pedestrian bridges backed up by manned pelican crossings 

Church Road is a major route down to Southfields and beyond. If Church Road is inaccessible, all that will 
happen is that Arthur Road will get even more clogged up than it already is, and lorries which are too big to go 
that way because of the road width restrictions will be driven miles out their way causing congestion, 
frustration and pollution. 

The residents of the area put up with extra traffic and disruption to transport. This is hugely disruptive . 

Why do the roads needs to be closed? It’s a nightmare for us residents and I don’t understand why we can’t 
have the roads open like we’ve done for years. 

All London’s roads are so badly messed up and every time local authorities come up with these genius ideas, 
they do nothing but increase traffic, pollutions and mayhem on our roads. Please stop messing out roads up 
and just leave them alone. 

Church Road is a vital link between Southfields and Wimbledon and its closure has required some significant 
detours. 

By all means, put up signs to advise vehicles to use alternative routes, and prohibit parking at any time along 
the proposed roads. Most vehicles will avoid the area if they are given an alternative route as they do not want 
to get caught up in congestion. But to prohibit most vehicles is excessive. You have not allowed anyone with a 
disabled badge to use the roads. How are disabled badge holders to get to / from the event if they are not 
permitted to drive on the roads leading to / from the AELTC? Also, while it is right to prohibit parking on the 
roads, as long as they do not wait for long, private vehicles should be permitted to drop off and pick up visitors 
to the event. Not everyone is nimble. There are, for example, elderly and injured visitors, who do not have a 
disabled badge but who will struggle with public transport. People should not be forced to pay for a taxi to be 
dropped off to / picked up from the event. 

It is annoying. 
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SUPPORT 

 

For this year only I can see why it was necessary but I strongly object to the closure of the roads for future 
years. I’ve lived in Southfields since I was born - I’m now 57 - and I understand why the tennis championships 
have become so commercialised but there has been no consideration to local residents at all. We put up with 
the thousands of people, the campers, the additional traffic etc each year, but the closure of the roads this year 
has meant that the traffic in the surrounding area has been horrendous. We really don’t need this every year 
from now! 

I can understand closing Church Road and parts of Bathgate Road but is it really necessary to close parts of 
Burghley Road (between Church Road and Marryat Road). Means we have to divert via High Street where 
there is a lot of traffic. Not sure why this is necessary. 

So long as this is a temporary arrangement, I have no objection. 

AELTC reference a report from the anti terrorist team which recommended the closure of Church Road. Have 
you had sight of that report? Is it standard for this order to be in place for 18 months? I travelled the diverted 
493 route last week and it did not negatively impact me. 

We could do with more notice of this locally, not just hidden away online or in free newspapers, and in the 
affected areas in both Wandsworth and Merton. 

Overall I feel some road closures have been beneficial to all, especially the closure of Church Road. However I 
believe it has been rather excessive with the number of roads closed, especially Burghley Road which doesn’t 
directly lead to the championships and is a key thoroughfare. Instead by closing this it forces all traffic to go 
through the village high street instead when trying to access A3/Tibet’s corner/Putney and beyond and caused 
heavy congestion and dangers to pedestrians there. 

Southfileds was much quieter and local businesses did not benefit as much as in other years as there were no 
taxis or buses at Southfields Station For the 2 weeks championship takes place locals cannot use Church 
Road whether it is open or not as it is busy with tennis traffic. I cannot understand objections to it closing 

I feel that there was a lack of communication to those manning the various check points or their interpretation 
of the plans ,which attributed to the smooth supply of taxis .Having said this it did improve as the days moved 
forward. I would like to thank XXXX for their help. 

The traffic changes have come into effect today and the operation is superb. I think it is a much nicer 
environment for visitors to walk down to the tennis courts and when I saw the Anti Terrorism barriers I 
reminded me that this sort of closure is necessary to provide the best protection for all. I also think it is great 
that the roads remains open for bicycles 

Traffic down Bathgate road is generally very heavy. Given the residents pay the maintenance, this is 
unreasonable. 

I live on XXXX , and until this year, often got caught up in traffic for the Championships, during the event. 
Having Church Road closed minimised this disruption significantly, and I felt much more able to go about my 
business unhindered. 

Totally unnecessary. The championships have run for years without the need to close the road. The disruption 
to local traffic, buses, cyclists, school children and walkers using the route between Southfields and 
Wimbledon and beyond is huge. The fact that this will increase to be for 3-4 weeks each year is 
incomprehensible to local people. The road does not belong to the AELTC. This “bowing “ down to them 
should stop. 

It caused long queues of cars and taxis waiting for people at the top end of Church Rd stretching back from the 
roundabout and cars trying to pass and turn around on an already narrow road approaching the roundabout at 
the junction of it and St Mary's Rd which is a danger. It forces people to drive long detours, increasing time, 
carbon emissions and concentrating traffic on other already busy roads. The Tournament has always operated 
perfectly well with bridges and crossing points. The roundabout junction at the Wimbledon Village end has 
regularly been rather chaotic with tail backs. It is also a route I and many local residents take and it has meant 
additional traffic on other routes. This is a vanity project for AELTC. I am unaware of accidents or injury in the 
past. They used to have a pedestrian bridge - this/several would enable easy and safe access to temporary 
visitors to the tournament and club using hospitality and the huge number of additional courts planned without 
causing the very significant disruption to those of us who live (and work) in the area. Residents should come 
first - at best the proposal is a ‘nice to have’ for AELTC (who frankly have no where else to go now). 

Nobody would choose to drive past the All England Club during the Championships if they could avoid it so it 
makes sense and little difference to local residents like ourselves. 

Page 47



 

28  

 

It creates total chaos for the local residence. The main link to Wimbledon is cut off completely , creating traffic 
issues in other roads like Parkside etc 
The road remained open during all the past championships. This year is an exception due to COVID 
restrictions. However opening of the road should continue from 2022 onwards as normal during the 
championships. It hasn't ever been an issue in the past. 
As a resident, Church Rd is our main access route to Wimbledon and beyond. My children's school bus uses 
that route on a daily basis and it will lengthen their already, long journey. Plus there is no pedestrian/cyclist 
access either! The temporary bridge has worked in the past. 

The current closure has resulted in a much reduced traffic flow along Wimbledon Park Road towards 
Southfields traffic lights. The night time traffic flow has similarly been much reduced. I am in favour of this 
proposal. 

The closure of Church Road for the Championships this year has been sheer bliss. Over the last few years 
Wimbledon Park Road has become increasingly busy with Church Road providing a through route. Traffic this 
fortnight has been much reduced, virtually absent at night and no long queues forming towards Southfields 
traffic lights in the morning. It would be great to close Church Road permanently and not just for the 
Championships. 
Further comments having taken the 493 on the diversion route to and from Wimbledon Village. • The diversion 
makes very little difference to anyone going to St George’s Hospital. It’s a slightly different route, possibly a 
couple of minutes longer, but it still goes to the hospital from Southfields. • Two bus stops are missed on the 
diversion. The first at the All England Club makes no difference as the 493 doesn’t stop there during the 
Championships. The stop between Somerset and Burghley Roads is little used so few will be inconvenienced. 
• There are no schools near the bus stops missed by the diversion so schoolchildren should still be able to 
access their schools. • The diversion along Bathgate and Queensmere Roads seems straightforward and not 
as challenging as the 39 bus route through the estates to Putney. • There is a potential problem for the buses 
making the left turn from Queensmere onto Parkside. This has been accommodated, and presumably funded 
by the AELTC, with 2 people ready to control the traffic when needed to allow the buses to swing round safely. 
This seems a satisfactory temporary solution. The T-junction could also be controlled by traffic lights as on the 
exit from Inner Park Road. • Naturally at certain times the bus will be delayed by tennis traffic but this would 
happen on Church Road if there was no diversion. Many roads are affected during this time and this is to be 
expected with a major sporting event taking place in the area. 

The changes effected this year caused major disruption to local residents and businesses. The numbers 
attending the Championships this year were greatly reduced because of Covid restrictions. This made the 
changes completely unnecessary. Further there was much less parking for dignitaries, those enjoying 
hospitality packages and debenture holders at the Parking areas on the Wimbledon Park Golf Course and 
indeed there were far fewer attendees who had lunch or tea in the hospitality tents. Very few people needed to 
cross Church Road which might otherwise justify it's closure. In future years we know that there will be no 
parking or hospitality or overnight camping by fans queuing for tickets on the Golf Course. It will be used for 
pre- tournament qualification and the 8000 seat new stadium. Access to both can be by a temporary foot 
bridge as in previous years. 

The closure this year caused unbelievable chaos to the residents of both Wimbledon and Southfields adding 
significant delays to our journeys. I have to drive to Southfields regularly and my journey via Merton Road took 
an additional 20 minutes, this is extremely unreasonable. The Championships already cause real disruption to 
those of us who live in areas affected by the parking restrictions brought in by Merton. As a example my 
daughter and family live XXXX, they have only 5 resident parking spaces and rely on the remaining parking in 
XXXX that forms part of their residents parking zone. During the championships Woodhayes Road (and many 
other zones) is closed to them making parking extremely stressful. I think what has been lost over the years is 
the acceptance that the championships is a commercial venture, run to make a profit. It is in no way run for the 
benefit of local people. We feel really concerned that the proposed closure of Church Road should even be on 
the table for consideration. This is a public road!! If the tennis wants to join the two areas either side of the 
road together to make it easier for them to operate why not suggest to them to pay for a temporary footbridge 
to go over Church Road that can be taken down after the tennis is over. Please do not facilitate this, I do not 
know of any resident who supports this closure and it is extremely unfair to inflict this on us for a commercial 
venture's benefit. I strong object to the proposal. 

To protect us from terrorism. And it is only for three weeks and local residents still have access. 

All it will do is add problems and traffic to neighbouring roads 
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DON’T KNOW / COMMENTS 

 

I want to make sure there won't be extra traffic coming down Alan Road as a result 

The order seems to allow pedal cycles to use Church Rd. This is not mentioned in your introduction to the 
consultation or the AELTC information sheet on the road closures. Can we please have an explicit statement 
on which roads cyclists can use. 

I have said don’t know because I am not clear about what the safety issue is. The road closure is a minor 
inconvenience to me personally. If I need to get to Wimbledon I can take the tube or use other routes. 
However there are local people who work or have appointments at St Georges Hospital whose journeys have 
been extended significantly by the rerouting of the 493. Local rumour is that the closure is due to the risk of a 
terror attack. On the other hand it could be to do with traffic congestion due to the large numbers of vehicles 
filtering into the active road from the car parks. Whatever the reason it would be good for AELTC to explain the 
rationale more clearly. Above all I think that the club should do more to encourage travel by public transport to 
the Championships. The closure of the road has to be set in the broader context of traffic flow and the loss of a 
large section of Wimbledon Park as a car park. The bad weather today means that it has been badly churned 
up and a large area of grass damaged. It won’t be useable to local people for several months. 

I am confused and concerned about what appears to be an expansion of parking provision in the vicinity of the 
Championships. In particular there is car parking in Wimbledon Park. This will reduce the amenity of residents 
and risks damaging the grounds which took quite a long time to recover from the “heated Xmas big-top” which 
was in place a few years ago. The tennis club has plenty of space available now it has taken back control of 
the former golf club. I do not see that space is required in Wimbledon Park. There is also a contradiction with 
the aims of the 2019 and 2020 parking consultations which were designed to cut pollution and congestion 
attributable to the 23% of vehicles in Merton with resident permit (council estimate from January 2021 Cabinet 
Report) Some car parks are not booked in advance which runs the risk of drivers not being able to find a space 
and driving around looking for alternatives which will add to pollution, congestion and road danger in the area. 
All Championship car parking should be subject to pre-booking to avoid unnecessary journeys. Drivers going 
directly to the Championship may reduce footfall and business takings in local centres such as Wimbledon, 
Village and Southfield. At the very least any additional Championship car parking should be “emissions based” 
so that the most polluting vehicles pay more. It was always a bit of a nightmare getting along there at 
championship time. The road was very congested with taxis, buses and official championship SUVs. I am 
concerned about the permanent increase in parking within Wimbledon Park. The AELTC has enough land it 
should not have to use public parks for car storage. 

I don't understand why the experimental traffic order is in place for 18 months, but consultation only for 6 
months ? This year’s Wimbledon Championships are not typical due to lockdown, nor is local traffic because of 
people working from home and normal Wimbledon facilities (eg Park & Ride operating). Apart from failing to 
publicise these measures adequately across the borough , I don't think that what residents will observe up to 
31 December 2021 will be typical. So people cannot judge the impact of this being a permanent arrangement. 
While the Championships are an asset to the area, there needs to be greater regard for local people needing 
to go about their daily business. This includes people using public transport who also get affected by these 
schemes. 

To whom it may concern RE: ES/ETOWIMBLEDONTENNIS  
I am writing with regards to potential closure of Church Road during future Wimbledon Tennis Championships, 
following the trial closure during 2021/22 Championships.  
This letter is a request that if permission is granted for future road closures during tennis championships, that it 
should only be granted conditional upon:  
1. Improved Communication with Local Residents  
2. Enforcement of Traffic Management Measures  
3. Acknowledgement that that this is not a Precedent for other events or other times of year  
1. Improved Communication with Local Residents  

• All local residents should be given advance warning of road closures each year from Merton Council, 
and I would suggest also from AELTC as a courtesy.  
 
I did not receive notification of the 2021/22 road closure trial to my house, despite my address being just two 
houses along from the point of closure of Church Road.  
After searching online later, I found a Wimbledon tennis newsletter from 2022 which gave very clear 
information and it said that residents within the closed zone catchment area should have received an access 
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pass already, so presumably they were contacted directly, but I would argue it is just as important to inform 
surrounding area residents.  
• To ensure a fair and balanced consultation process, all local residents should be given clear 
instruction about where/how to provide feedback.  
 
I did not receive information about how to give feedback on this trial.  
Actively researching ahead of writing this letter I came across an article that said Merton residents group 
meetings had been held and also that only 2 objection letters received. I received nothing, so can only 
presume others didn’t either unless they were already part of some kind of local group or living within the 
closed road zone.  
A Wimbledon tennis 2022 newsletter stated “feedback we received last year (2021) on the road closure was 
almost entirely positive.” Considering I was negatively impacted and yet not contacted for feedback, I’d like to 
know about the consultation methodology behind this statement.  
Lack of clear instructions and requests for feedback to all local residents excludes some opinions by 
design and may lead to bias amongst any consultation responses. For example, if only with residents 
within the closure zone were actively consulted, there may positive feedback bias since these residents likely 
experienced improved traffic in the vicinity of their house. Such a bias effect is compounded if residents just 
outside of the closure zone are not consulted with, as they are likely experiencing a negative change but not 
consulted.  
 
2. Enforcement of Traffic Management Measures  
 
Closure has high impact to surrounding area residents due to traffic, high number of parked cars, cars turning 
in the road, cars coming down driveways onto private property (I experienced this a lot more 2022) and 
general mayhem on St Mary’s road and Church Road:  
− Many cars doing U-turns in the road after dropping off/picking up, and also were pulled up waiting close to 
church road as vehicles which held a lot of traffic up.  
− Despite the temporary “no stopping” road signs put up during this period, cars were waiting lined up on 
road/pavement all way along to the checkpoint at certain times of day.  
− People knew they were breaking the rule, so the issue is not a need for better signage. People were 
propping up their car bonnets pretending they had broken down but then when passenger arrived back from 
tennis they would drive off. I saw this one daily!  
 
I presume these problems have always existed, but the difference is they have been dispersed away from the 
tennis to the new checkpoint areas. The difference is that when these issues were in from of the tennis 
grounds there was a lot of traffic management going on in that area, with officials moving cars on and 
police/traffic management/security people around to enforce rules. Now that the issue is further away from the 
tennis, there appear to be less people to enforce rules and manage traffic.  
Traffic officer or police needed to better enforce rules than measure during the trial  
Cabinet Member Report on the trial, section 9.2 states that “the experimental measures may cause some 
dissatisfaction amongst some residents who do not live on the affected roads as some of traffic could be 
diverted onto the surrounding roads. However, the impact is likely to be minimum due to dispersion rather than 
concentration. Also, this can be minimised by ensuring reasonable level of enforcement in the surrounding 
roads many of which are subject to parking controls.”  
However, I saw no evidence of “reasonable level of enforcement in the surrounding roads” and I am talking 
about an areas ust 2/3 houses away from the checkpoint.  
Checkpoint staff were focussed on checking entry passes and most were quite young, so I wouldn’t expect 
them, as inexperienced drivers, to feel empowered about traffic management.  
AELTC should arrange and fund experienced traffic management professionals not just for checkpoints but 
along affected roads in surrounding areas.  
Minor change in location of checkpoint waiting area suggested  
The 2022 location of the checkpoint for entry to the closed zone on Church Road was just after the roundabout 
linking Church Road, Burghley Road and St Marys Road. From observation whilst I frequently waited in the 
traffic it was apparent that the checkpoint was located too close to the roundabout and through road. This 
meant that when cars were waiting to be checked, or when they incorrectly tried to enter and ended up doing a 
turn in the road, it caused traffic to build up.  
A simple solution to keeping traffic moving (a little) better would be to move the stopping checkpoint a few car 
lengths down toward the tennis. You’d probably still need the initial quick checkpoint at the roundabout to stop 
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people using it as a drop off zone, but it would mean that when the cars fully stop to have passes checked etc 
then the rest of traffic behind can keep moving.  
 
3.Acknowledgement that road closures during tennis Championships are not, now or in the future, to 
be considered as a precedent for closure during other events or times of year. 

•Consultation with local residents has been inconsistent and, to the extent this has occurred, is only 
relevant in the context of short-term road closure during summer tennis championships. 
 
As stated above in (1), I consider the level of public consultation to be inadequate. 
Any feedback received is only in the context of summer tennis period. As a local resident I like many am willing 
to tolerate (or avoid by going away as many locals do) some inconvenience during the tennis, however, if such 
measures were proposed for a longer time period I would have very different feedback, as would many others 
I’m sure. 
With the AELTC planning application looming it is important that feedback on the short-term road close during 
tennis is not taken/applied out of context. 
•Traffic data gathered during 2021/22 trial should not be considered representative of data for other 
times of year. 
 
Many locals away on vacation due to school holidays and/or to avoid tennis season in the village. 
Many houses rented out, with renters less likely to be travelling by car as in town for the tennis 
Local residents who remain in the village tend to reduce driving during the tennis to avoid the traffic. 
2021/22 years quieter than usual/potential future years due to ongoing COVID19 impact on tourism. 
•Data gathered during 2021/22 trial from Church Road monitoring system should not be considered 
representative of full traffic movement in the vicinity. 
 
Given the temporary traffic management instructions/flow, the location of the monitoring system(wire on road 
to record vehicle count) on Church Road should have been sufficient to capture all traffic coming up St Mary’s 
Road and then continuing onto Church Road towards the village, or vice versa. 
However, in practice it was not able to count many cars as they were approaching via St Mary’s Road, illegally 
stopping to drop off/pick up despite the no stopping signs, and then doing turns in the road to go back down St 
Mary’s Road. This means that they will not have been picked up by the Church Road traffic monitoring system. 
I urge Council planning officers as well as AELTC to consult with local residents and consider these suggested 
improvements, which would be easy to implement changes that would somewhat improve the level of 
disruption to local residents. 
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       On- Line petition            Appendix 3 
 
 

“The All England Lawn Tennis Club have asked LB Merton to close Wimbledon Park Road/ Church Road 
for the entire duration of the Tennis championships this year.  The closure hours proposed are from early 
morning until almost midnight, 7 days a week for 2 weeks+ 
 
I believe this is an unnecessary hindrance to residents needing to travel this route e.g. using the 493 bus 
to St Georges Hospital which would be diverted and sets a precedent for the AELTC to "take over" this 
public thoroughfare. 
 
By pushing traffic away from the Tennis, pollution would increase in already heavily congested roads and 
minor residential streets totally unsuited to this traffic. 
 
If you oppose the total closure of this road, please sign our petition.” 

 
 
    The table below details the additional comments from change.org petition  

 

"Unnecessarily closing Wimbledon Park road will cause so much for the residents living around the area. Closing 
the road is not a solution to the problem." 
 
"Ridiculous scenario, to hinder the local residents. There are schools that ate on that route and it will increase 
car travel. Lets move the tennis instead!_" 
 
"A tennis tournament has no right to shut down the locality for the locals." 
 
"It is inconvenient and unfair" 
 
"This is an essential road and provides a route for the 493 bus ‐ a vital service for ST Georges Hospital." 
 
"This is a crazy idea that will create even more traffic chaos for local residents. This is an elitist tournament that 
offers very little to the average Merton resident." 
 
"Wimbledon AELTC do not have jurisdiction on what roads are closed during Wimbledon fortnight. There are so 
many current roadworks/building works in the Southfields area, these road closures will cause utter chaos, 
upset, and much inconvenience, not to mention the non communicated re‐routing of the 493 bus route to St. 
George's Hospital." 
 
"It disrupts normal local life too much. It makes residential side roads too busy which may endanger children 
living there." 
 
"How can this even be a request. This will have a massive impact on the schoolchildren travelling from 
Wimbledon to Southfields and back via bus. Surely they have suffered enough throughout this pandemic?!" 
 
"The park is central to the community. Wimbledon tennis does not compensate the residents in anyway for the 
hassle of the tennis and now they want to take the park away too ‐ no way!" 
 
"This closure is completely unnecessary and an imposition to the local working community who will be affected 
by this closure. Considering the reduced footfall for the Championships for 2021 there is no justification for this 
decision." 
 
"As a local resident, this is heavy handed" 
 
"This is outrageous and a massive imposition on the locals." 
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"I use these roads daily and will suffer due to this closure. Also, surrounding roads will be a nightmare with 
significant increase in traffic volume during closure resulting in significant additions to travel time" 
 
"They’re flaunting their power. Just …… no!" 
 
"As a local resident this would negatively impact myself and my neighbours" 
 
"I think it is unnecessary, another thing Wimbledon tennis think they can bully Merton residents. We have 
managed all these years so why now. Another inconvenience to residents." 
 
"AELTC is arrogant and detrimental to the area in its pursuit of dominance for one marquee event a year" 
 
"Of course the road is only closed to locals. Drivers who pay AELTC to park on the golf course have access, as 
well as the celebrities and invited guests of the corporate sponsors. Church Road has been turned into a private 
driveway for the AELTC without any consultation and unsuitable residential roads will become a bus route." 
 
"I am signing this petition because of the inconvenience for all of us living in the area. I have lived in the area for 
over 50 years and there was no need to close off our roads before." 
 
"I live in this area and I am against the road closures. It will increase the traffic elsewhere which is already a 
problem due to new road closures" 
 
"This is completely unnecessary and against any rational environmental policy! All done to encourage more 
people to drive to the tennis, causing chaos and polluting the local environment." 
 
"Closing that road causes chaos for all the surrounding area with traffic hold ups" 
 
"I do not agree with this proposal" 
 
"I am signing the petition as it causes great disruption to local residents. Why now? The tournament isn’t even at 
full capacity!!" 
 
"This route is one that I use regularly on foot by bus and by car. Any diversion would be much more time 
consuming and cause congestion and pollution elsewhere. This a public highway and belongs to the public not 
the AELTC. They should look to other solutions. Footbridges maybe!" 
 
"It's not necessary; the tournament has functioned happily for years without closure of the road (I worked as a 
driver for the AELTC). It will only cause unnecessary congestion & delays." 
 
"As a bare minimum, the road should not be closed to the 493 bus, nor the school bus. This is the bus to our 
local hospitals, St. George’s and Queen Mary’s. The local roads are not suitable for the bus and are already 
subject to “school streets” closures. Travelling by vehicle locally will be hell." 
 
"This will disrupt any regular journeys to and from the hospital and all school runs." 
 
"The proposed closure will create more problems not only for the residents but also for others living and working 
around Wimbledon Park" 
 
"Its very simple. Don’t comply. Politely but clearly ignore the checkpoints." 
 
"I feel this move will cause a lot of inconvenience to lot of local residents." 
 
"Traffic has moved fairly freely on this road in previous tournaments. Closure would cause inconvenience for 
Southfields residents, and for what purpose? The AELTC can't be allowed to regard this road as their own 
private thoroughfare." 
"Disgrace." 
 
"This is an unacceptable infringement on public right of way." 
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"I’m signing because I live just off of this road & just to get in & out of my house would be a nightmare‐let AE use 
the many car parks in the spaces that they commandeer every year to house all the hundreds of vehicles that 
are required there all the time." 
 
"It will cause great inconvenience" 
 
"The proposed change will create massive issue for local residents including making it harder to travel in the 
area to local hospitals and other amenities, as well as diverting traffic and public transport and pollution to other 
streets locally, which are less suited to heavier traffic. It is also a totally disproportionate request. The current 
arrangements for Wimbledon Tennis have operated well for years ‐ there is no need to change them. Local 

residents already suffer from enough inconvenience caused by the tennis ‐ which many local residents are 
unable to enjoy anyway, as most tickets go to corporate sponsors. Merton and Wandsworth Council should insist 
that more visitors come by public transport to the tennis not in vehicles" 
 
"The road closure has a disproportionate account on local residents who need to get between Wimbledon and 
Southfields. Any road closures should be limited to a few hours per day at most, on tennis days only and 
certainly not for the 18 months mentioned in the relevant order." 
 
"I use these roads to get to work. Closing them would add inconvenience and time to my journey. It has not 
happened in the past and has only been congested during the times of play. Please do not shut these roads. I 
question the legal basis as it does not seem to fall within the requirements of the Road Traffic Regulation 
Act." 
 

 
Officer’s comments 
This basic analysis shows that nearly 1/3 of responses are either invalid, or not from the local area.  This 
leaves 494 responses from people who are likely to be local residents or who experience the effects of the 
tennis championships directly.  Of these respondents, many have only given the first part of the postcode and 
in the absence of a full postcode it is not possible to identify those directly affected.  For the purposes of this 
analysis, only respondents from Merton and adjacent boroughs have been analysed further.   

 
 
 

 No. of 
Responses % 

Invalid (insufficient details) 17 2 

Outside UK 17 2 

In UK, outside London 90 13 

In London, outside Merton & adjacent 
boroughs 

82 12 

Merton & adjacent boroughs 494 71 

TOTAL 700 100 
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The table below shows the number of full and partial postcodes that were submitted within the petition. 
This information serves as an indication of where the opposition to the proposals is most concentrated.  
However, the chart below shows a clear indication of where the responses are from, and the fullness of 
the postcode seems to have no bearing either way. 

 
 

Post code Area 
Full postcode 

supplied 

Partial 
postcode 
supplied 

TOTAL 
Percent 

% 

KT 3 24 27 5 

CR4 0 3 3 1 

SW4 0 7 7 1 

SW11 1 2 3 1 

SW12 1 8 9 2 

SW15 5 5 10 2 

SW17 0 4 4 1 

SW18 74 82 156 32 

SW19 138 122 260 53 

SW20 3 12 15 3 

TOTAL 225 269 494 100 

Percent % 46 54 100  

 

 
 
 
 

2 2
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Responses as a percentage
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    The table and chart show that the majority of respondents are from the SW19 and SW18 postcode.  
 
 

Analysis of Comments 
The same comment categories have been used to identify common themes from the responses in this petition. 
Only comments from respondents in Merton and adjoining boroughs have been analysed in the table and chart 
below. 

 

Comment Categories 
No. of 

Comments 

1: Church Road: a vital local road, don't  
close it 

9 

2: Effect on public transport & cycling 4 

3: Inconvenience - longer routes, permits  
required for residents & visitors, difficult access 

14 

4: Inconvenience - traffic disruption &  
congestion on surrounding roads 

11 

5: Disproportionate measures to achieve  
stated aims 

10 

6: Additional traffic on other routes  
causes safety issues 

1 

7: Environment - additional pollution,  
damage to the park from car parking  

3 

8: No benefits to residents, eg. no priority  
for tickets or other residents amenities 

2 

9: Original arrangements worked fine, including bridge,  
just need enhancing - no security risk to justify current 
plans 

3 

10: Poorly organised 0 

11: Adversely affects business & deliveries 0 

3

0

0

1

1

5

0

74

138

3

24

3

7

2

8

5

4

82

122

12
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12: Excessively ambitious expansion plans  
& hours of closure 

0 

13: Proposals should serve the wider  
community, not solely AELTC & its visitors 

3 

14: Effect on vulnerable & disabled  
residents and hospital access 

4 

15: Adverse effect on school & school run 4 

16: Respect the covenant between LBM & AELTC 0 

17: Build a permanent bridge or  
underpass plus better traffic management 

1 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 

The results of this analysis are similar to that of the Council’s consultation in that majority are opposed to the 
restrictions due to the additional inconvenience and feel the measures are unnecessary for the tennis 
Championships to be held successfully and safely. 
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Appendix 4 
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