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Decision Session - Executive Member for 14 September 2017
Transport and Planning

Report of the Corporate Director of Economy and Place

Annual Review of Traffic Regulation Order Requests

Summary

1. Approval is requested to advertise the amendments to the Traffic
Regulation Order (TRO) required to introduce the restrictions
detailed in Annexes A to S. In addition, if there are no objections
raised with regard to the above proposals, approval is requested to
implement the amendments to the Traffic Regulation Order.

Recommendations
2. Itis recommended that the Executive Member:

I.  Approves the recommended approach for each request
as identified in Annexes A to S.

ii. Considers any objections to the legal advertisement of
any changes to the Traffic Regulation Orders at a
subsequent Decision Session.

lii.  Approves the implementation of any amendments to the
Traffic Regulation Orders if here are no objections raised
in respect of the advertised changes.

Reason: To ensure that appropriate changes are made to traffic
restrictions to address concerns raised by residents.

Background

3. All the non urgent requests for waiting restrictions or other changes
to the TRO received over the past 18 months for the whole of the
authority have been grouped together to be considered at the same
time. This process has taken longer than originally projected owing
to the number of requests and pressure on staff resources. The
methodology for handling requests is to be reviewed with the aim of
developing a process for progressing the simplest requests more
quickly whilst still achieving the economy of scale benefits from
undertaking a larger scale annual review.



. There are 117 requests considered in this report — See Annex T for
summary. The attached Annexes A to S outline the requests
received on a ward by ward basis along with officers’ recommended
action where appropriate.

Consultation

. Subject to the recommendations in this report being approved the
proposals to change the Traffic Regulation Orders will be advertised
in the local press giving 3 weeks for people to make
representations. In addition, notices will be put up on street and the
properties adjacent to the proposals sent details as they are the
most likely to be affected. Where applicable amendments will be
legally advertised during October/November.

. Any objections received to the proposals will be brought back to a
subsequent Executive Member Decision Session for a decision on
how to proceed. If there are no objections raised with regards to the
changes, it is recommended that approval is granted to implement
the amendments to the Traffic Regulation Orders.

Options

. The options available for each item are:

A. Approve the officers recommendation for proposals to
be advertised, or not, for each location.

B. Defer the proposal for further information to be brought
back to a subsequent Decision meeting.

C. Amend the proposal depending on circumstances.
Analysis

. A number of non urgent requests for changes to the TRO are
received each year. Typically, these are for additional “no waiting at
any time” (double yellow line) restrictions or minor changes to
Residents’ Priority Parking (ResPark) Schemes. These requests are
considered together on an annual basis; this saves officer time and
money, because any changes can all be advertised at the same
time, and helps to ensure parity of treatment. In each case site visits
are carried out to determine to what extent there is a traffic
management or safety problem. The proposals in Annexes Ato S
have been circulated to ward councillor’s representatives for their
comments. Any comments received have been included in the
Annexes.



Council Plan

9. Considering this matter contributes to the Council Plan building
strong communities by engaging with all members of the local
community.

Implications

Financial There are modest costs associated with the advertising
and implementation of the proposals, these are estimated for each
item in the Annexes. Cumulatively the cost of the proposed changes
Is approx. £47k which will be funded from existing transport budgets
in 17/18 and 18/19.

Human Resources (HR) There are no HR implications
Equalities There are no Equalities implications

Legal Any proposals which are eventually implemented will become
enforceable by the Council’s Civil Enforcement Officers in the same
way as existing waiting restrictions.

Crime and Disorder There are no Crime and Disorder implications
Information Technology (IT) There are no IT implications
Property There are no Property implications

Other There are no other implications

Risk Management

10. In compliance with the Council’s risk management strategy there is a
low risk associated with the recommendations in this report.
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