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Suffolk County Council (Various Roads, Haverhill and Withersfield) (Prohibition and Restriction of Waiting, On-Street Parking Places and Revocation) Order 201- 
Brief summary of report
1. To consider the objections to the advertised Traffic Regulation Order (TRO) for the introduction of and changes to prohibition and restriction of waiting and on-street parking places in Haverhill and Withersfield.
2. There have been a total of four objections received to the advertised new restrictions; one of which has been subsequently withdrawn.  This report is intended to assist the Committee consider the objections received. 
Action recommended

	3. That the Cabinet Member for Roads and Transport be recommended to approve the making of the Suffolk County Council (Various Roads, Haverhill and Withersfield) (Prohibition and Restriction of Waiting, On-Street Parking Places and Revocation) Order 201- as advertised, with the following amendment:

The proposal for ‘No Waiting at Any Time’ in Priory Avenue be amended to that shown on Appendix X Map.


Reason for recommendation

4. Suffolk County Council as the Highway Authority carries out regular reviews of waiting restrictions in towns and villages.  The measures proposed in this Order arise from information gathered from the Town and Parish Councils, the emergency services and the local community.
5. The proposed changes to waiting restrictions in Haverhill and Withersfield will improve safety at junctions, reduce congestion and obstruction, and provide for taxi waiting.

6. The resident of 16 Priory Avenue and the resident of 10 Clements Lane objected to the proposal as it would remove their ability to park on street.  Neither of the residents properties have private off-street parking.  They are currently blue badge holders.      
Alternative options

7. Recommend to approve the making of the Order without amendment.
8. Do nothing and allow current highway conditions to prevail. 

Who will be affected by this decision?
9. Whilst all road users in Haverhill and Withersfield will be affected by the proposals to some degree, users who will be specifically affected include residents who currently rely on on-street parking who do not have off-street parking, taxi operators and some business premises. 

Main body of report
Background
10. In accordance with Traffic management Act 2004 Suffolk County Council carries out reviews of towns and villages on a regular basis to ensure that waiting restrictions remain appropriate for prevailing traffic flows and road traffic use and conditions.

11. The Order is the outcome of a Haverhill wide review of parking issues relating to safety, congestion and accessibility carried out over a number of years.

12. The Order includes new restrictions and changes (revocations) to existing restrictions at 44 locations on 33 roads.

13. The proposed measures have been developed through information gathered from local Councillors, the emergency services and members of the local community.

14. The majority of the measures are associated with improving visibility at junctions, improving accessibility at currently congested and narrow sections of road.  There are measures which provide for loading and unloading and taxi waiting.

Consultation
15. The draft Traffic Regulation Order was advertised in the press and on site from 21 June 2012 to 13 July 2012.  A copy of the draft Traffic Regulation Order (Appendix A), Schedule (Appendix B), Statement of Reasons (Appendix C), Site Notice (Appendix D) and Maps (Appendices E to W) are included with this report.
16. Haverhill Town and Withersfield Parish Councils, County Councillors Phillip French, Anne Gower and Tim Marks and the Police have been consulted and support the proposals.

17. The Road Haulage Association and Freight Transport Association have been consulted and did not make any formal comments.

Objections 

18. The following people are considered to have formally objected to parts of the published draft Traffic Regulation Order:
a) Tracey Aley on behalf of her father Terence Wray, 10 Clements Lane, Haverhill (Appendix Y).

b) John Fitch, 16 Priory Avenue, Haverhill (Appendix Z)

c) Richard Snape, address not given (Appendix AA, and withdrawal of objection at Appendix AB)

d) St Edmundsbury Borough Councillor Gordon Cox, 40 Hundon Place, Haverhill (Appendix AC).
19. The four objections received have two themes:

e) Loss of parking for residents without private off-street parking;

f) Unnecessary waiting restriction.
Officer Comments
20. Tracey Aley (on behalf of her father Terence Wray) and John Fitch object to the published draft Order relating to proposed restrictions in Priory Avenue (Appendix J Map) because it will remove their current ability to park on-street in Priory Avenue. Neither of the residents properties have private off-street parking.  They are currently blue badge holders.  In view of this, it is reasonable to amend the published draft Order to allow parking on the south side of Priory Avenue whilst retaining restrictions on the north side, restrictions in the turninghead at the west end of Priory Avenue, and restrictions at the junction with Clements Lane.  The revised proposals for Priory Avenue are shown on the map at Appendix X.
21. Richard Snape objected to the published draft Order relating to proposed restrictions adjacent to private garages at Ovington Court (Appendix N Map).  The garages have a concrete forecourt in front of them and the objectors concern was that the restrictions would apply to this area and prevent him from using it to park his vehicle on.  The forecourts to these garages are private and are not public highway.  The restrictions would not apply to the forecourt areas.  The objector was informed of this and subsequently withdrew their objection (Appendix AB).

22. Borough Councillor Gordon Cox objects to the published draft Order relating to the proposed restrictions on access roads to six private garages and parking areas on Millfields Way (Appendix M and N Maps).  The access roads to the areas are public highway.  The proposed restrictions would remove on-street parking which obstructs access to residents parking and garage areas.  Councillor Cox considers that the restrictions have become unnecessary since the closure of the adjacent Chalkstone Middle School in July 2011; parents of pupils used the areas at the beginning and end of the school day for drop off and pick up parking.  Whilst it is agreed that school related parking is no longer a problem, complaints are still being received from residents that access to their garages and parking areas is being obstructed.  
23. Local County Councillor Anne Gower reports concerns about parking on grass verges along Millfields Way and has received complaints from residents about parking in front of garages preventing access.  Councillor Gower reports that she agrees to a certain extent with Councillor Cox on the matter and would prefer that the matter be deferred until such time as plans for the vacant school site become known.  In view of continued complaints with regard to parking, it would seem prudent to take steps now to rectify this by implementing the published draft Orders.
24. County Councillor Gower’s comments in relation to the Millfields Way restrictions are included at Appendix AD. 
Human Rights Act 1998

25. The objections need to be considered in the light of the Human Rights Act 1998, s. 6 of which prohibits public authorities from acting in a way which is incompatible with the European Convention on Human Rights. Two specific convention rights may be relevant:

Entitlement to a fair and public hearing in the determination of a person's civil and political rights (Convention Article 6) which includes property rights and can include opportunities to be heard in the consultation process; and

Peaceful enjoyment of possessions (including property), subject to the State's right to enforce such laws as it deems necessary to control the use of property in accordance with the general interest (First Protocol Article 1).

Other rights may also be affected including individuals' rights to respect for private and family life and home.

Regard must be had to the fair balance that has to be struck between the competing interests of the individual and of the community as a whole. Both public and private interests are to be taken into account in the exercise of the Council's powers and duties as a traffic authority. Any interference with a Convention right must be necessary and proportionate.

The Council is required to consider carefully the balance to be struck between individual rights and the wider public interest. In this case, officers consider that the interference with Convention rights, if there is any, will be justified in order to secure the significant benefits in improving access and road safety.
	Sources of Further Information
No other documents have been relied on to a material extent in preparing this report. 
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