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Officers Comments 

Lack of consultation 

There has not been a lack of consultation. Rather than carry out a 3 week 
consultation on a proposal the option of using an Experimental Traffic 
Regulation Order was considered the most appropriate route in this case. This 
means the consultation is carried out over a much longer period – up to 18 
months. Also, there is a minimum period of 6 months consultation before an 
experimental scheme can be considered for making permanent following the 
consideration of any representations made. 

Lack of clarity of the aims of the scheme 

The main aim of the scheme is to reduce the impact traffic has on Micklegate 
Bar. However the outbound closure to traffic at the Bar also results in what 
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could be termed as an improvement to the environment in Micklegate due to 
the reduction in traffic in the street and this reduction also has other 
implications such as a reduction in potential conflicts between pedestrians and 
vehicles. The information provided was intended to demonstrate a range of 
benefits the scheme could achieve. Because this is a Traffic Management 
scheme the traffic elements rather than the environmental were highlighted in 
the statement of reasons. 

Lack of adequate consideration of alternatives 

The aim of reducing the impact traffic has on the Bar would not be achieved by 
implementing a scheme that allowed the current inbound archway to be used 
in both directions. Also such a system would require the implementation of 
traffic signals on the inside of the Bar which could reasonably be considered to 
have a detrimental effect of the Bar’s setting which is the opposite of the 
intended aim. In addition, the much extended distance between the stop line 
and the junction this system would result in would impact on the green time 
available to each arm of the junction, increasing the queue lengths on all 
approaches. Hence this option was not considered viable.  

Whilst clearly there was expected to be some increase in traffic through 
surrounding junctions and an impact on local residents, the option approved 
for the start of the experiment was considered to have the least impact on 
residents as it impacted on one route rather than several. 

Lack of consideration of the impact of the scheme on other areas 

The impact on individual drivers due to a longer journey and the impact on the 
operation of a junction due to an increase in vehicles are very different and 
can’t be compared. 

Lack of adequate measurement of outcome of the scheme 

How you measure the environmental impact traffic has on the Bar compared 
to the removal of a proportion of that traffic is not a practical proposition to 
determine using numerical values. The success or failure of the outbound 
closure of Micklegate Bar is in the main a subjective conclusion that different 
people will determine based on their individual circumstances. 

 

 


