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COUNCIL

Meeting of Executive Members for City 15 January 2007
Strategy and Advisory Panel

Report of the Director of City Strategy

PETITION FROM RESIDENTS OF LANGHOLME DRIVE, ACOMB,
REQUESTING HIGHWAY IMPROVEMENT WORKS TO THE STREET

Summary

A petition from 78 residents who live in Langholme Drive, Acomb, York was
presented to the Council on 13 November 2006.

The petition asks that the Council look at the verges in the street, the footpath,
and the width of the road and to carry out improvement works which will make
access and egress of the street easier for vehicular traffic.

Members are asked to consider the options outlined in the report and approve
the recommendation.

Background
A copy of the resident's correspondence and petition is attached as Annex 1.

A plan showing the general location of Langholme Drive is included as Annex
2. Members should note that the width of the bituminous footpaths are 1.5m,
the width of the grass verge areas on both sides is 2.4m and the width of the
concrete road is 5m.

Members will be aware that officers undertake a variety of highway
inspections, including an annual inspection each year in June of all the roads,
footways and verges within the Council's area.

This inspection together with all the safety inspection reports and other Council
inspection reports is used as a database which shows the general condition of
all the Council's roads and footways.

All those roads found to be in a poor condition from these inspection reports
are subsequently reassessed in October and November to prioritise our
planned programmes of work for the forthcoming financial year.

The June 2006 condition survey identified the condition of the highway in
Langholme Drive to be as follows, carriageway grade 2, verge grade 3,
footway grade3.
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As a result of these condition indices the footways were included on the
Council's Provisional List of streets to be inspected in October and/or
November 2006 with a view to forming part of our 2007/08 R&R Programme.
However it is unlikely that the footways will be recommended for inclusion in
the 2007/8 Programme of Footway Improvements.

Clearly the footways are narrower than the normal 1.8/2.0m footway which the
Council would normally expect and the grass verges are slightly wider than
one would expect but the road being 5m wide is at the same width that most
roads in the Acomb area are laid out, and certainly acceptable for a cul-de-sac.

The highway layout of Langholme Drive is similar to many others in the Acomb
and in fact the York area and most of the properties have driveways. If the
residents used their garages and driveways there should be no problem with
access and even with on street parking the Council has not been made aware
of any past problems.

The street has been inspected to establish what problems exist and to confirm
the request in the petition. Currently there is some parking of vehicles on the
grass verge as the road width is insufficient to allow parked cars and access
when this parking is poorly managed, ie cars parked opposite each other.

Members may recall the damaged grass verge policy, approved 7 December
2000 (a copy of which will be available at the meeting) which identifies a policy
framework for dealing with grass verges being damaged as a result of vehicle
overrun or parking. The policy states that the preferred option will always be to
maintain verges with grass unless circumstances dictate that other options
need to be adopted. Those other options are included in the policy together
with a decision masking process.

Since the grass verge policy was adopted, some Ward Committees have
promoted measures to ease residential parking problems.

As previously stated, York has many residential roads where road widths are
5m or less and if car ownership continues to grow, more requests of this nature
can be expected. In anticipation of this, a further report and a comprehensive
policy on access/parking issues in narrow streets will be brought back to
Members for their consideration and approval in the near future.

Consultation

The local ward members have been consulted on the options and prefer a
variation on option 2, i.e. widen one side of the road to provide on street
parking areas. The cost of this would depend on what width would be widened
but typically it would cost £340 per linear metre for every metre width of
widening plus all the statutory utility diversion costs. Total cost £110,000.

Options

Option 1: Widen the existing footways to 2.0m. This would leave a verge width
of 1.9m and the road, untouched at 5.0m.
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Option 2: Widen the existing footways to 2.0m and block pave the verges. The
existing kerbs would be removed and replaced with a channel to allow vehicles
to easily run onto the block paving. The footway would be protected by a 'pin'
kerb.

Option 3: Prepare a further report and a comprehensive policy on
access/parking issues in narrow streets for Members to consider and approve
in the future.

Option 4: Consider parking restrictions on one or both sides of the road.
Analysis

Option 1: This option would improve the condition and width of the footways
but would not address the damage being caused to the grass verges or
resolve the issues of access. However, it would meet the Council's grass
verge policy of retaining them albeit in a damaged condition.

Option 2: This option addresses all the issues raised by the petition. The
footway would be improved in condition and width, the grass verge would be
block paved to allow off road parking and would therefore improve accessibility
to residents. However, this is the most expensive solution and to comply with
the grass verge policy, the block paving would have to be funded by the Ward
Committee or some other third party.

Option 3: This option accepts that any problems with parked vehicles exist in
many streets in the City and is partially created by the residents, who may well
have more than one car per household. Residents could be encouraged and
educated to improve their parking habits and this could affect the design for an
improvement scheme in the future. This option does not rule out a future
scheme but it does rule out a scheme for 2007/08 pending a review.

Option 4: This could be considered during the next Annual Review of Traffic
Regulation Orders.

Corporate Priorities

Maintenance of the public highway has a direct impact on several of the
Council's corporate aims and priorities:

Corporate Aim 1: (Environment)

Take pride in the City by improving quality and sustainability, creating a clean
and safe environment.

Specific priorities:

1.1 Increase resident satisfaction and pride with their local
neighbourhoods.

1.2 Protect and enhance the built and green environment that makes York
unique.
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1.3 Make getting around York easier, more reliable and less damaging to
the environment.

Corporate Aim 3: (Economy)

Strengthen and diversify York's economy and improve employment
opportunities for residents.

Not directly relevant to any of the specific priorities, but good quality highway
infrastructure is vital to the local economy.

Corporate Aim 4: (Safer City)

Create a safe City through transparent partnership working with other
agencies and the local community.

Specific priority:
4.7 Make York's roads safer for all types of user.
Corporate Aim 8: (Corporate Health)

Transform City of York Council into an excellent customer-focused "can do"
authority.

Specific priority:

8.9 Manage the Council's property, IT and other assets on behalf of York
residents.

Implications
Financial

The cost of carrying out Option 1 would have to be met from a future Council
revenue or capital R&R budget.

The cost of carrying out Option 2 would have to be shared between the
Council's revenue or capital R&R budget and the Ward Committee or some
other third party.

The shared costs of Option 2 would be as follows:-

Footway Cost £65,000 plus the cost of any statutory utility
diversions funded by the Revenue/Capital
maintenance budget.

Block paving verge costs  £90,000 plus the cost of diverting statutory
undertakers funded by Ward Committee or other.

There are no costs associated with Option 3.

There are no costs associated with Option 4.
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Human Resources (HR)

There are no human resources implications.
Equalities

There are no equalities implications.

Legal

The City of York Council in its capacity as the Highway Authority has a
statutory duty under Section 41 of the 1980 Highways Act to maintain the
public highway.

Crime and Disorder

There are no crime and disorder implications, although one might consider
parking on footways and grass verges as obstructing the free flow of traffic by
way of antisocial parking petty crime which could lead to disorder.

Information Technology (IT)

There are no information technology implications.
Property

There are no property implications.

Other

There are no other implications.

Risk Management

In compliance with the Council’'s Risk Management Strategy, the main risks that
have been identified in this report are risks arising from hazards to assets and
people (physical), those which could lead to financial loss (financial), and non
compliance with legislation (legal and regulatory).

Recommendations

That the Advisory Panel advise the Executive Member to adopt Option 3; to
prepare a further report and a comprehensive policy on access/parking issues
in narrow streets in the City.

Reason: So that the petition can be considered in relation to other similar
streets in the City.
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ANNEX 1

Petition presented by Clir Tracey Simpson-Laing on behalf
of residents of Langholme Drive Acomb,

Lord Mayor

Tonight I am presenting to Council this petition from the residents of
Langholme Drive in the Acomb Ward.

Out of 86 properties, 78 have signed, 3 were vacant, and 5 did not sign.

This petition asks that the Council look at the verges in the street, the
footpath and the width of the road. There have been instances when bin
lorry’s and emergency vehicles have had trouble accessing properties due to
parked vehicles.

Whilst I recognise that the Council has process I would hope that this
petition, which has such strong support does not stay in the system too long
and come to Committee at the earliest possible time.,



Mr C Bushby

86 Langholme Drive
York

YO26 6AQ

Tel, 781478

AT1-il-OF date

Ms Tracy Sumpson-Laing
Labour Councillor

21 Salisbury Road
Leeman Road

York

YO26 4YY

Dear Ms Simpson-Laing,

We would be obliged if you and/or your colleagues could find time to make a visit to
Langholme Drive, Boroughbridge Road ,Yerk, before or after the cars are being used for
work, then you will see why we a#® sending you this petition to have our street tidied up .

In the past ten years all we have had done is a thin layer of tarmac laid on the narrow
footpaths which has lifted and the grass verges trimmed.

Should there be need for the fire brigade etc, to have to attend an emergency at the top of
the street it would be impossible to do so at certain times of the day due to the number of
cars double parked on the road causing a risk to many lives.

We suggest the unsightly grass verges be lifted and tarmac laid from the kerb to the
boundary walls so that cars will be able to park off the road and leave access to the full
length of the street.

Danebury Drive, which is over twice the length of Langholme Drive, has had all the
paving slabs lifted and new ones relayed where necessary, all the drives from the kerbs to
the boundary walls have been dug out and concreted at the cost of thousands of pounds.

Hodgson lane, at Upper Poppleton ,has had all footpaths and driveways tarmaced
Westfield Lane and Ouse Moor lane Upper Poppleton have been resurfaced.

Knapton Lane has had the footpaths and driveways retarmaced.

Bell Farm estate has had a face lift at the cost of thousands of pounds.

FTR service has had over a million pounds spent on it, but just because we are tucked
away in a small corner of the city we have been neglected over the past years.

= Almsford Road has had all the drives concreted and footpaths relayed,

On behalf of the residents of Langholme Drive, York, I hope to hear from you in the near
future.

. 5 ® @& @

Yours sincerely,

C Bushby
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