EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE – 29 OCTOBER  

   2007 

 SUSTAINABLE AND ENVIRONMENT POLICY AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE –   23 OCTOBER 2007 

PART   I – NOT   DELEGATED   
11c.  
  THREE RIVERS PARKING SCHEME – NEW PARKING RESTRICTIONS 

(  DLE)

  
This is NOT a KEY DECISION
1.
Summary
1.1
  To report the results of local consultation.
2.
Details

2.1 Executive Committee resolved on 13 March 2007 to consult on the next twelve parking schemes from the districtwide long-list of requests. It was also resolved that a report on the results of consultation be presented.
2.2 As part of the process a meeting was held with Ward Members on 24 May 2007 to seek views on the requests, prior to neighbour consultation taking place. The results of the Member consultation are appended to this report.

2.3 Consultation took place between 2 August and 14 September 2007. The results are appended to the report with suggested officer comments. (Appendices 1 & 2)
2.4 A separate report on the agenda presents the results of consultation on the Rickmansworth parking scheme.
3.
Options/Reasons for Recommendation
3.1
  The schemes on which consultation took place have been requested by the local community on highway safety grounds, and because of obstruction caused or shortage of parking space. Further consideration must wait for budget setting because the capital programme allocation for new parking schemes is fully committed for 2007/8.

4.
Policy/Budget Implications
4.1
The recommendations in this report are within the Council’s agreed policy as set down in the Strategic Plan to consult the local community on appropriate parking policies. However, the capital programme for 2007/8 is fully committed.

5.
Financial Implications
5.1
    New restrictions will need to be considered as part of next year’s capital programme since this year’s programme is already fully committed. 
6.
Legal Implications
6.1
   To be enforced,   parking restrictions must be backed up by Traffic Regulation Orders made under the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 as amended by the Road Traffic Act 1991. All objections have to be considered before Executive Committee comes to its final decision.
7.
Equal Opportunities Implications

7.1
Relevance Test

	Has a relevance test been completed for Equality Impact?


	Yes 

	Did the relevance test conclude a full impact assessment was required?


	No 


7.2
Impact Assessment  

What actions were identified to address any detrimental impact or unmet need?

  

  Motorists with disabilities who are entitled to a Blue Badge are entitled to park for up to three hours on a yellow line parking restriction provided they do not cause an obstruction. The Council has produced a leaflet giving more details of the concessions available.

8.
Staffing Implications
8.1     Parking restrictions are designed by the Council’s consultant engineer. The traffic regulation orders are prepared by a specialist legal practice. The process is overseen by staff in the department of Leisure and Environment.

9.
Environmental Implications
9.1
  Parking regulations are part of a package of transportation measures to reduce car-dependency.

10.
Community Safety Implications
10.1
  One of the principal aims of parking restrictions is to increase highway safety.

11.
Customer Services Centre Implications
11.1
  None.
12.
Website Implications
12.1
   Information about the parking service is available on the Council’s website.
13.
Risk Management Implications
13.1
The Council has agreed its risk management strategy which can be found on the website at http//www.threerivers.gov.uk . The risk management implications of this report are detailed below. 
13.2
The subject of this report is covered by the Development Plans and Transportation service plan. Any risks resulting from this report will be included in the risk register and, if necessary, managed within this plan.

13.3
The following table gives the risks if the recommendation(s) are agreed, together with a scored assessment of their impact and likelihood: 

	Description of Risk
	Impact
	Likelihood

	1
	Parking restrictions may result in displaced parking into adjoining areas
	II
	D

	2
	There is no guarantee that new restrictions will reduce the incidence of accidents or congestion
	II
	D

	3
	By not implementing the schemes the problems of obstruction and other hazards are likely to remain.
	II
	D

	4
	At this stage there is no guarantee that funds will be available in 2008/9 to implement schemes.
	III
	C


13.4
The following table gives the risks that would exist if the recommendation is rejected, together with a scored assessment of their impact and likelihood:
	Description of Risk
	Impact
	Likelihood

	5
	If the restrictions are not implemented highway safety and obstruction issues will remain
	III
	D


13.5
The above risks are plotted on the matrix below depending on the scored assessments of impact and likelihood, detailed definitions of which are included in the risk management strategy. The Council has determined its aversion to risk and is prepared to tolerate risks where the combination of impact and likelihood are plotted in the shaded area of the matrix. The remaining risks require a treatment plan. 
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13.6              In the officers’ opinion, these are operational rather than strategic risks. 
14.  
Recommendation to Executive Committee
14.1 That the results of consultation and officer recommendations be noted and that a further report be presented once the capital programme for 2008/9 is known.

Report prepared by:   Peter Kerr, Chief Development Plans and Transportation Officer, and Claire May, Planning Officer
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Appendix 1 Three Rivers District Council – Proposed New Parking Schemes 2007/08. Meeting with Ward Councillors to agree basis for informal local consultation on schemes, 24 May 2007


Appendix 2 Officer recommendation


Appendix 3 Summary of comments received

Form A – Relevance Test - New Parking Restrictions

	Function/Service Being Assessed:


1. Populations served/affected:

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Universal (service covering all residents)?

√ Targeted (service aimed at a section of the community –please indicate which)? Covers those parts of the District where on street parking can result in obstruction for service and emergency vehicles, or where it causes potential hazards, or where demand outstrips supply and needs to be managed through a permit parking system. Areas are normally either residential or commercial (including town and local centres) and could be in any part of the District.

2. Is it relevant to the general duty? (see Q and A for definition of ‘general duty’)

Which of these three aspects does the function relate to (if any)?:

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 1 – Eliminating Discrimination  

√ 2 – Promoting Equality of Opportunity

√ 3 – Promoting good relations   

Is there any evidence or reason to believe that some groups could be differently affected?


√ Yes 


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No
   

Which equality categories are affected?

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Race

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Age

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Sexual Orientation

√ Disability

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Gender

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Religion

3. What is the degree of relevance?

In your view, is the information you have on each category adequate to make a decision about relevance?

√ Yes (specify which categories) Any new scheme only proceeds after local consultation which normally identifies local concerns by people with disabilities. Registered Blue Badge holders have concessions to park in restricted areas. The Council makes information available through the Parking Shop, via leaflets and on the website.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No (specify which categories)

Are there any triggers for this review (for example is there any public concern that functions/services are being operated in a discriminatory manner?) If yes please indicate which:

√ Yes Any scheme can result in concern that people with disabilities may be disadvantaged. Our monitoring and review policies help us to ensure that this does not happen.

 FORMCHECKBOX 
 No

4. Conclusion 

On the basis of the relevance test would you say that there is evidence that a medium or high detrimental impact is likely? (See below for definition)


 FORMCHECKBOX 
 Yes


√ No

Note: if a medium or high detrimental impact has been identified then a full impact assessment must be undertaken using Form B.

Completed forms should attached as an appendix to the relevant report and a copy sent to the Community Partnerships Unit in Corporate Development, Strategic Services.

Definition of Low, Medium or High detrimental impact.
For any one (or more) equality group the following evidence is found:

	
	Evidence may come from one or more of the following sources:

· Local service data
· Data from a similar authority (including their EIA)

· Customer feedback

· Stakeholder feedback

· National or regional research

	High Relevance
	There evidence shows a clear disparity between different sections of the community in one or more of:

· levels of service access;

· quality of service received; or

· outcomes of service.

	Medium Relevance
	The evidence is unclear (or there is no evidence) if there is any disparity in terms of:

· levels of service access;

· quality of service received; or

· outcomes of service.

	Low Relevance
	The evidence shows clearly there is no disparity in terms of:

· levels of service access;

· quality of service received; or

· outcomes of service.. 


Appendix 1 Three Rivers District Council – Proposed New Parking Schemes 2007/08

Meeting with Ward Councillors to agree basis for informal local consultation on schemes, 24 May 2007

Present

Councillors: - Ann Shaw, Leonard Spencer, Richard Struck, Les Mead, Peter Wakeling, Steve Drury,  Alison Scarth, Joy Mann, Matthew Bedford.

Officers: - Ian Brownell (HCC), Peter Kerr

Apologies: - Councillors Martin Trevett, David Sansom (who supplied comments), Leighton Dann

Comments subsequently received from Councillors Paul Goggins, Keith Peutherer and Chris Whately-Smith
	
	Road/street
	Settlement
	Score
	Description
	Comment

	1.
	Junction of Chorleywood Road/Valley Road
	Chorleywood
	30
	Report of dangerous parking close to the junction making pedestrian access to the adjacent school dangerous.
	Put on hold and monitor because there does not appear to be a problem of dangerous parking close to the junction at the present time. 

	2.
	North Hill, Sarratt
	Sarratt
	22
	Vehicles parked too close to junction in very narrow lane causing dangerous obstruction.
	Consult on 8am – 6pm parking restriction along north and east side of service road (including actual junction with North Hill and frontage to recycling bins) with double yellow lines at the two junctions of service road with A404. Marlins Close residents to be consulted.

	3.
	Moneyhill Parade, Elm Way, Park Way
	Rickmansworth
	21
	Dangerous parking on junctions, obstruction problems. Conflict between residents, shoppers and shopkeeper cars.
	Put on hold and monitor with more active enforcement of existing restrictions.

	4.
	231-243 Uxbridge Road
	Mill End
	21
	Report that existing white line restrictions are not deterring people parking along this busy stretch of road.
	Consult on residents’ permit parking scheme for lay by and adjacent area, extending from boundary of 231 Hawkford Hall/233 Uxbridge Road, to boundary of 241/243 Uxbridge Road. This will involve slightly reducing the length of the temporary double yellow line restriction. Ensure plan is agreed with Ward Councillors before it goes out.

	5.
	Church Lane/ Clarkfield, Mill End
	Rickmansworth
	20
	Dangers at the junction, with speeding/obstruction etc.
	Consult on double yellow line restrictions on junction.

	6.
	Dickinson Square/Cherry Croft
	Croxley Green
	21
	Parking close to the junction prevents refuse vehicle turning into Cherry Croft. Need identified for extending existing yellow line.
	Consult on double yellow line restrictions on junction itself.

	7.
	Junction of Baldwins Lane/ Durrants Drive
	Croxley Green
	20
	Report of parking close to the junction causing an obstruction.
	Consult on double yellow line restrictions on Durrants Drive side of junction, but not extending into Baldwins Lane itself since parking is impractical on Baldwins Lane at that point. Add junctions of Kenilworth Drive and Warwick Way with Durrants Drive to long-list.

	8.
	Olds Approach off Tolpits Lane
	Rickmansworth
	22
	Articulated lorries parking and causing accesses to be blocked, and reducing width of Olds Approach to a single carriageway.
	Consult on double yellow lines from junction with Tolpits Lane along first stretch of road to internal junction.

	9.
	Hampermill Lane
	Oxhey
	21
	Vehicles parking too close to junction causing dangerous obstruction.
	Consult on double yellow lines at junctions of Hampermill Lane with Raglan Gardens, Oaklands Avenue, Hillcroft Crescent and Vivian Gardens. Consult Oxhey Hall Residents’ Association as well as local residents.

	10.
	Harthall Lane/ Railway Terrace
	Abbots Langley
	21
	Vehicles parked too close to junction causing obstruction to sight lines. Pedestrian access also hampered by parked cars.


	Consult on double yellow line restrictions on the junction, which will extend onto the frontage of the two immediately adjacent properties on Railway Terrace.

	11.
	Gallows Hill
	Abbots Langley
	21
	Dangerous parking on heavily trafficked, narrow road with poor alignment.
	Parking acts to some extent as a deterrent to speeding traffic along Gallows Hill. Restrictions might result in greater dangers. Suggest restrictions only along Gallows Hill from junction with Abbots Road (i.e. to railway bridge and to Gallows Hill Lane) and continue to monitor the remainder.

	12.
	Junction of Station Road/ Water Lane
	Kings Langley
	20
	Report of parking close to the junction causing an obstruction.
	Put on hold and consider issues as part of County’s proposals for traffic calming arising out of Ovaltine site development.


\\Trdclgf1\Grp Share\Committee & DMU\executive\EX 2007\2007 10 29 agenda drafts\07 10 29 EX i - (11c) new parking restrictions.doc

