PUBLIC SERVICES & HEALTH POLICY AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE

 – 25 NOVEMBER   2010

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE – 6 DECEMBER 2010
PART   I – NOT   DELEGATED   
11a.
WOODCOCK HILL CEMETERY PARKING


   (  DCES)

1.
Summary
1.1 To recommend to Members a trial parking scheme within Woodcock Hill Cemetery.

2.
Details

2.1
A report to the Public Services and Health Policy and Scrutiny Committee (PSHPSC) on 17 June 2010 gave details of the limited space within Woodcock Hill Cemetery and also explained that, as the cemetery was becoming fuller, the existing parking provided was inadequate. Officers suggested placing a car park for 20 vehicles, on the left hand side of the Woodland cemetery. Members deferred the decision on this until feasibility studies into all TRDC owned land had been carried out and considered, together with the outcome of negotiations with adjacent landowners had been concluded (Minute PH.PP08/10 refers). A further report detailing the feasibility of placing a cemetery on available TRDC land was then tabled at a meeting of the Committee on 17 July where all sites were rejected (Minute PH.PP15/10 refers).  Although, at this second meeting, Members made several recommendations for officers to progress, due to other work commitments not all of these recommendations have been pursued, however adjacent landowners have been written to and none have responded positively about selling their land for cemetery use. Therefore the ‘Possible Site Allocations Issues Options Consultation’ which was agreed by Executive on 1 November 2010 asks for suggestions for between one and two hectares of land suitable for cemetery use.

2.2
The above Consultation is due to end on 14 January 2011 and therefore officers will report back on all options at the March meeting of PSHPSC. The parking issues however need to be considered prior to this, as a local resident is finding it difficult to visit her husband’s grave within the Woodland section of the cemetery because of the steep gradient of the access road. This particular resident is disabled and drives to the gate between the Woodland section and Traditional section and then walks through the pedestrian gate. However, on occasions her access via this route has been blocked by other people parking in that position. The gate needs to be in place to prevent flytipping, which used to regularly occur within the Woodland section. Grounds maintenance staff have tried to help, by offering to unlock the gate for her when she visits, however their availability to do so cannot be guaranteed, particularly at the weekend.

2.3
In view of this resident’s difficulties in visiting the Woodland section, a capital bid of £12,000 was made for 2010/11 to place 2 disabled parking bays at the top of the hill. This was agreed by Council on 16 February 2010 (Minute CL66/09 refers). Disabled bays are obviously much larger than standard sized parking bays and therefore the building of 2 such bays at the top of the hill into the Woodland section would utilise the space planned for 6 graves and therefore, in view of the limited space within the Traditional cemetery, officers made the suggestion of using the money to provide a larger parking area within the Woodland section. 

2.4
As it has now been several months since the resident originally complained and in view of the fact that the Council has an obligation to comply with the Disability Discrimination Act (DDA) 1995, officers recommend that the original plan, to locate 2 disabled parking bays along the access road to the woodland cemetery (as shown in the map attached as Appendix A) be implemented.

2.5
The provision of these two bays will not alleviate the overall parking problem within the cemetery and in view of this officers have looked at providing additional parking along the main access road to the cemetery. Space is limited along this road because it is constrained either side by mature trees as well as a dwarf retaining wall that runs along part of the northern edge of the road and officers are concerned that there is not sufficient width to introduce angled (echelon) parking. It is therefore suggested that grounds maintenance staff mark out temporary angled parking spaces and a trial be carried out to see whether these spaces are sufficient. It should be borne in mind that, if these parking bays become permanent there may be associated resurfacing costs. These will be considered through the budget review process. 
3.
Options/Reasons for Recommendation
3.1
The provision of disabled parking bays at the top of the access road to the Woodland cemetery will ensure that any disabled person visiting the Woodland section will have easy access, without spoiling the biodiversity present within the actual Woodland section.   Providing a trial of echelon at the bottom of the Traditional section will allow officers to assess whether it is practical and that  the provision of such bays does not cause an obstruction to other parts of the cemetery.

4.
Policy/Budget Implications
4.1               The recommendations within this report are within the Council’s Comprehensive Equality Policy and within agreed budgets.

5.
Financial Implications,

5.1
None specific. The costs of providing the additional disabled bays can be met from within an agreed capital budget.

6.
Legal Implications, Staffing implications, Customer Service, Environmental, Website and Community Safety Implications

6.1.
None specific.

7.
Equal Opportunity Implications

7.1                

	Has a relevance test been completed for Equality Impact?


	Yes

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

The revised Cemetery impact assessment is attached as Appendix B. 
	Yes


8.
Risk Management Implications
8.1
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. 

8.2
The subject of this report is covered by the Environmental Protection service plan. Any risks resulting from this report will be included in the risk register and, if necessary, managed within this plan.

8.3
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. Space within woodland section runs out due to disabled bays taking up valuable land space
	I
	F


8.4
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

	2. Council does not meet its legal equality duties
	III
	B


8.5
Of the risks above none are already included in service plans:

8.6
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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8.7
In the officers’ opinion none of the new risks above, were they to come about, would seriously prejudice the achievement of the Strategic Plan, and are therefore operational risks. The effectiveness of treatment plans are reviewed by the Audit Committee annually.

9.  
Recommendations
9.1
That Public Services and Health Policy and Scrutiny Committee recommend to Executive Committee that:

9.1.1
Two disabled parking bays be built on the woodland cemetery access road, in the position shown in Appendix A.

9.1.2
That temporary echelon parking bays be marked out on the main cemetery access road and.

9.1.3
That a report on the success of these parking bays be bought back to a future Committee, so that a decision can be made on whether to make them permanent.


Report prepared by:
Alison Page, Environmental Protection Manager

.
Background Papers

None


Appendix A – Plan showing proposed positioning of disabled parking bays


Appendix B – Cemeteries Equalities Impact Assessment – November 2010
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