


  

  EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE – 29 MARCH 2010

SUSTAINABLE ENVIRONMENT POLICY AND SCRUTINY COMMITTEE –   9 MARCH 2010
PART   I -   DELEGATED   
8a.  
  NEW PARKING SCHEMES

  (DCES)
1.
Summary
1.1
  To review a programme of proposed new parking restrictions following consultation (Abbots, Road, Kindersley Way and Gallows Hill Lane slip road, Abbots Langley).
2.
Details

2.1
The Council has carried out formal consultation on new parking schemes at Abbots Road, Kindersley Way and Gallows Hill Lane slip road, Abbots Langley.

2.2
Representations have been received and these are summarised in Appendices 1 to 3 together with officer recommendations.
2.3
The comments on Abbots Road are very positive.

2.4
The comments on Kindersley Way are more divided although mainly questioning whether the extension of restrictions will simply push the issue further up the road.  This was discussed previously when designing the scheme and the hope is that the restrictions go far enough to deter commuters. Unfortunately short of implementing restrictions along the full length of the road there remains a risk that the problem simply moves.  The difficulty in trying to implement restrictions to the whole road is that people who live near the top of the road are likely to object as they do not perceive there being a problem that far up the road.

2.5
         There was more diversity of comment on Gallows Hill Lane slip road.  The scheme was designed based on the same principles as the other two schemes i.e. alternate hours of restriction so that residents can move their car if required. The same hours of restriction were also used to make policing the schemes easier and more efficient as the Civil Enforcement Officers can visit all three in one visit. 
2.6
         With regard to the possibility of the restrictions moving the issue onto the main road the position is as follows.  Prior to designing this scheme a plan was produced indicating all of the roads within a given radius of the train station which highlighted the potential areas of commuter parking.  This was discussed and comments were made both before and during the design process.  The present scheme was felt to be the best compromise, with other areas being monitored.

2.7

Should parking on the verges occur the restrictions proposed would cover this and tickets could be issued.
2.8

A couple of residents have suggested residents’ permit parking as an alternative.  This would require a scheme redesign.

2.9

Other minor comments can be reviewed and taken forward in the scheme.
3.
Options/Reasons for Recommendation
3.1
In each case representations have been received to the proposals as indicated in the appendices.  In the light of the comments received it is recommended that the schemes be implemented.
4.
Policy/Budget Reference and Implications
4.1
The recommendations in this report are within the Council’s agreed policy and budgets.  The relevant policy is to maintain a high quality local environment and reduce the eco - footprint of the district and was agreed on  ASK   \* MERGEFORMAT 16 February 2010.  
5.
Financial Implications
5.1
The cost of consultation has been met from the 2009/10 capital programme. The works themselves will be funded from the 2010/11 programme.
6.
Legal Implications
6.1
The relevant legislation for making traffic orders for parking schemes is the Local Government Act 2000 and the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984.  
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? Matter will be reviewed through on-going consultation.
	No 


7.2
Impact Assessment

  

What actions were identified to address any detrimental impact or unmet need? The issue will be reviewed through continuing consultation.


  
8.
Staffing Implications
8.1
  Parking schemes are prepared by the Council’s consultant engineer and retained legal firm.

9.
Environmental Implications
9.1
  Parking schemes are part of the Council’s sustainable transport objectives, designed to reduce car dependency and CO2 emissions.

10.
Community Safety Implications
10.1
  Local areas with parking schemes benefit from regular patrols.

11.
Customer Services Centre Implications
11.1
  Staff are briefed to deal with parking queries.

12.
Communications and Website Implications
12.1
  Information about new parking schemes is available on the Council’s website, in the local library and at relevant Parish Council offices.

13.
Risk Management and Health & Safety Implications

13.1
The Council has agreed its risk management strategy which can be found on the website at http://www.threerivers.gov.uk.  In addition, the risks of the proposals in the report have also been assessed against the Council’s duties under Health and Safety legislation relating to employees, visitors and persons affected by our operations.  The risk management implications of this report are detailed below.
13.2
The subject of this report is covered by the  ASK   \* MERGEFORMAT Sustainability 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
	Cars may displace into other roads, which are also congested. 
	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

	2
	The problems of dangerous parking, congestion and obstruction are likely to remain unresolved.
	III
	C


13.5
The risks detailed above are already managed within a service plan.

13.6
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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13.7
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.

14.  
Recommendation
14.1
That the Executive Committee be recommended as follows:

14.2
That the Three Rivers District Council (Abbots Road, Little How Croft, Gallows Hill and Kindersley Way, Abbots Langley) (Waiting Restrictions) Order 2010 be implemented.
14.3
That the Three Rivers District Council (Kindersley Way And Abbots Road, Abbots Langley) (Waiting Restrictions) Order 2010 be implemented.
14.4
That the Three Rivers District Council (Gallows Hill Lane Slip Road, Abbots Langley) (Waiting Restrictions) Order 2010 be implemented.

  

    Report prepared by:
  Peter Kerr, Principal Projects Manager

Background Papers


  Deposited plans and schedules regarding the various parking schemes.

  APPENDICES / ATTACHMENTS

Appendix 1 Table of comments received (Abbots Road, Abbots Langley)


Appendix 2 Table of comments received (Kindersley Way, Abbots Langley)


Appendix 3 Table of comments received (Gallows Hill Lane Slip Road, Abbots Langley)

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.. 
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