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Report of the Director of City and Environmental Services
Heslington Lane Area Petition
Summary

1.  The purpose of this report is to consider a petition (see Annex A)
representing 55 properties in the Heslington Lane / Heath Moor
Drive area requesting co-ordinated action to resolve parking
problems due to the local schools, businesses and University.

Recommendations
2. Itis recommended that the Cabinet Member approves the following:

= That the lead petitioner be encouraged to identify specific sites of
concern so that they may be considered in the next review of
waiting restriction requests in the area.

Reason:

To tackle regular ongoing instances of highway obstruction by
vehicles where they occur.

Background

3. The area in question is largely residential on the outskirts of the built
up area. A few years ago an outline residents parking scheme near
Fulford School was circulated to residents who had express a desire
for this option to be considered. There was little support for the
proposals due in part to the cost for residents to be part of the
scheme.

4. The main aim of restrictions is to ensure the safe movement of
people and vehicles and to enable traffic to flow relatively freely.
Hence the aim is not to eliminate parking from the highway as this
would cause unnecessary problems for residents and businesses
alike. From time to time problems relating to parking are raised and
these are dealt with as appropriate during a regular review of such
requests. These investigations also consider the potential knock on
effects of parking relocating within the local community and as such
do not always result in restrictions being put in place.



5. As part of the University development agreement was reached for
the University to monitor the growth in parking in areas around their
campus. If the parking levels rise beyond an agreed baseline of
parking they will fund works aimed at tackling this increase. So far
works have only been required in the Badger Hill area and there are
no current plans for additional restrictions for the Fulford area.

Options -
6. Option 1 - take no action.

This option does not progress resolving local residents concerns
regarding parking and is not the recommended option.

7. Option 2 — carry out an in depth review of the current parking
situation in the area and develop a programme of restrictions for
implementation.

This does not make best use of the limited resources available for
investigating parking restrictions and is not the recommended
option.

8. Option 3 -.That we continue to deal with sites as part of a regular
review of requests for restrictions across the city or as part of the
agreement reached with the development of the University if their
parking is demonstrated to have breached agreed levels.

This is the recommended option for the reasons outlined above.
Corporate Strategy

9. Considering this matter contributes to the Council Plan building
strong communities by engaging with all members of the local
community likely to be directly affected by traffic management

proposals.
Implications
10.
Legal There are no legal implications.
Financial There are no financial implications.

Human Resources | There are no HR implications.

Crime and Disorder | There are no crime and disorder

implications
Sustainability There are no sustainability implications
Equalities There are no equalities implications at
present
Property There are no property implications

Risk Management

11. In compliance with the Council’s risk management strategy there
are no risks associated with the recommendations in this report.



Contact Details:

Author Chief Officer Responsible for the Report
Alistair Briggs Richard Wood
Traffic Network Manager Assistant Director City Strategy
Tel No. (01904) 551368
Report v’ | Date 27/3/2013
Approved
Wards Affected: Fishergate and Fulford All

For further information please contact the author of the report
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Background Information



Annex A

Front Page of Petition

“asie Asy) se swajgosd jjews yum Suleap Ag swajgosd 85ne3 03 anuijLoD ||Im am pue pade|dsip aq 0} anunuod
T Bupised ‘yoeoidde sjuy 9383 30U OP M §| "PI0YINA JO BAIE B|0YM SIY) L SIUBPISaL Aq paouaiiadxa swajqold 2y ases 0] uaxel aq pinod
SUOIIE 1eYM SULISPISUOD $1331140 J1PUN0I “odal 10 uoneSNsaaul ue yBnoayl s|dwexa 10} ‘SW[9M PINoM SJUBPIsal ‘paisanbal Ajsnoinaad sy

"3s5ea.10U1 03 3nupuod swajgo.d Supjed
sy} a104aq ‘1ay1290) sanss] ay) SuiaE) JAPISLED 01 ANSIBAILN PUR 331|0d {DUNDD 3U 104 St PABMIO) Aem 158 Y} [98) S1UEPISAL [B0] “Buiysed
Ayisssaup paseasnu; peos ayy Suoje Jayuny pue jooyas Alewud syl ‘sassaulsng se Yans s1aylo pue ‘ssaippe o3 Buldn Apzed sJe pounco
BU1 Y2IYM [00Y2S PIOJIN4 Suiag auo ‘SI010E) JO JagUINU  Aq pasned se asaul ‘Burspied yum swajgosd ajdinjnw aaey S)UapIsay - [I_1ap Jayung
‘seaJe SALI(] 100} Yi1ESH pue aueq uolduljsay sy} uo swajqoad Suppred sy3
3Aj0s 01 LIOKJOE pPajeulplooa 123 03 udiedwies s.uspdsy yitey Loddns am/| uapdsy Jfj0 wolj uonagd



