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NEW PARKING PROPOSALS FOR “S6 ZONE” AREA
Introduction

In late 2008 City of Edinburgh Council (CEC) consulted on a proposal to establish a new Controlled Parking Zone, S6, north of the railway from South Oswald Road to Dalkeith Road.  While supportive of the basic principle, the Grange-Prestonfield Community Council (GPCC) objected unless particular reservations, about private streets and local shops were met in full.  We thought the scheme as it stood needed major revision and we were happy to work with CEC to improve it.

In May 2009 the CEC Transport, Infrastructure and Environment Committee received a report recommending rejection of the proposed new zone on the grounds of cost and public objections.  
Since then ward Councillors and CEC officials have twice met, under the chairmanship of the previous Chair of GPCC, to consider new proposals.  These were published at the end of November and the Community Council held a well attended public meeting to discuss them.  We have met some residents and received numerous e-mails.

This response summarises all the views expressed and is submitted by GPCC to CEC for consideration by its Transport, Infrastructure and Environment Committee at its meeting on 9th February or when the matter is next tabled for review.
The Problem

The problem is the lack of available parking spaces for residents in some areas caused in the main by routine on-street parking by commuters from outside the city.  The majority of the areas that suffer from the lack of parking are located in the north of the area, abutting the current S1 CPZ.

The Challenge

The challenge is to devise a solution that reduces commuter parking in the areas currently affected without simply moving the problem to other areas.

Other Factors

1. It is accepted that some commuting is inevitable and plays a role in the economic life of the city.
2. Commuters have been provided with an alternative with the opening of the Park and Rides at Straiton and Sherrifhall, but it is unclear as to whether this has any effect on the problem in the currently affected areas.

3. The “S6” is not a final destination for many commuters, but an informal park and ride location for some who are not resident in the city’s boundaries.

4. Residents in the north of “S6” believe that residents in the south of S1 are parking in the uncontrolled area to avoid paying for parking permits.  It is probable that some parking has been displaced from S1 to “S6” that is not commuter parking.

5. There are different patterns of residential use in the area, varying from high density tenements where spaces are at a premium to lower density detached houses in large plots with drives and garages where commuter parking prevents residents entering or exiting their drives.

General Comments
The Community Council supports the attempts of CEC to ameliorate the parking difficulties of local residents in parts of the area.

Cost

The rejection of the previous proposals was in part due to the cost of implementation and enforcement of the restrictions.  Any proposal must be cost-neutral and therefore an element of charge to the residents remains a possibility.
Local Shops
Any solution to parking must address the needs of local traders who provide a crucial service to residents.  We propose that areas immediately surrounding local shops have parking regulations that allow shoppers easy access.  We propose localised areas of 30 minutes for free, and a small charge for up to 2 hours.  This will encourage shoppers to drop in for a few minutes as well as providing a facility for people who might need longer – for example visiting a hairdresser.
Presentation

Drawings of the proposals are presented in four sections.  However, it is the view of the Community Council they would be better presented in four zones as follows
1. The Astley Ainslie to St Thomas Road, including Blackford Avenue, Mortonhall Road and Grange Terrace.

2. St Thomas Road to Mayfield Road, including Fountainhall Road and Findhorn Place

3. Mayfield Road to Mayfield Gardens

4. Waverley Park

General issues for each area are addressed separately in the appendix.  Each also has very specific issues, which it is hoped Council officials will address in their detailed proposals.  

Parking Zones

We note the use of short duration single yellow lines (SYLs) at the worst affected places for short periods each day, to deter commuters and long-term parkers.  However, these restrictions will not discriminate between residents and commuters, and therefore we do not consider that they will attract much support from residents unless they have some form of permit that over-rides the restriction.  (Many residents do not use their cars during the day, but would have to move them if the restrictions applied to them.)
The Community Council proposes to CEC they replace the proposed SYLs with either:

1. Residents’ parking zones, which restrict parking to residents only for a short period each day, for which residents could purchase annual permits at a fraction of the full rate; or
2. Shared use pay and display bays for which residents may purchase annual permits, again at a fraction of the full rate.
This would require that all residents and business rate payers in the “S6” area can purchase permits for their car(s).  In addition, these permits would apply to all the resident only zones in the whole “S6” area.  The costs of enforcement of either option would be the same as for SYLs, while increasing income.
The Community Council also suggests:

1. The link between the boundary for parking restrictions and those who are allowed to purchase a permit is reconsidered.  In some areas, for instance where there might be transit between residential areas to more commercial areas, a hard boundary is probably necessary.  However in more residential areas such as S1 and “S6” the creation of small zones with inflexible boundaries creates as many problems as it solves.  
2. CEC considers allowing residents on the boundaries of areas to park in either area; or the merging of areas to make larger areas with fewer boundaries; or the creation of a large peripheral area around the city in which parking restrictions can be selectively applied to commuters in hotspots.  Only residents most directly affected by parking pressures are likely to buy a permit.  The zones should be sited to most help them.  However, allowing all residents to buy permits will in time help those who find parking pressures increasing in their areas.  And, if these parking pressures become intolerable, new restrictions can be introduced.
3. The demand side of the equation is considered.  Current solutions focus only on the supply of parking through restricting availability.  More could be done to promote the park and rides and reducing the costs and travel times for commuters.  
Methodology for Statutory Consultation

The Community Council thinks a simple count of expressions of objection or support is not a sufficient method of determining opinion.  CEC needs to understand the circumstances of the person expressing the opinion and then weight their view appropriately.  We would be happy to help work on a feedback form that distinguished between residents; people coming to work locally; and people parking and travelling to work elsewhere in the city.

Road Safety

The increased parking in the area has affected road safety for cyclists and pedestrians, particularly children.  In areas where there is now higher density of parked cars it is more difficult to see pedestrians.  As a result, some residents do not feel it is safe to allow their children to cycle or walk to school unaccompanied.  See Appendix for suggestions.  
Environmental

Previous proposals have attracted much comment on the subject of the visual impact of additional street furniture.  The GPCC notes and supports the work done by the CEC to bring forward proposals that minimise the need for additional poles etc.  We ask that further proposals also consider the effect of the use of road paint on the environment by reducing the frequency and size of any road markings as far as is practical.  
Car Club

The City Car Club quotes figures that for every car club space provided, up to eight cars are removed from the road.  One of the causes of parking pressures is lack of space for the cars of all residents.  We ask that the Car Club is invited to apply for more spaces within the area.
Areas Outwith “S6”

CEC has taken measures to displace some commuter and long-term parking back into S1.  The effects should be monitored to ensure that they have been successful in reducing parking pressures in “S6” without causing problems in S1.
There is also concern that increased restrictions in “S6” will displace parking into the West Savile and Blackford Hill areas south of the railway.  They are particularly vulnerable to being squeezed between city commuter parking and the expanding King’s Buildings parking problems.

CEC has said they plan to leaflet commuters to inform them where unrestricted parking is available, both in S1 and in parts of “S6”.  The Community Council welcomes this as a means of spreading the load.
We also ask that CEC continues to monitor this situation by undertaking regular parking surveys in all affected areas, and reporting the results to the Community Council and local residents’ associations.  Local residents could be trained to assist in this process.  If pressures are increasing in the area, we would expect CEC to come forward with proposals to improve the situation for residents.

Summary

Given the issues, it is clear that no one solution can address the problem – a range of solutions will be needed, and they will need to be applied incrementally as the impact of each step can be reviewed before the next is planned.  In principle, the flexible approach being pursued by the CEC is critical for success.  Acceptance of any proposals by the residents will require that the impact is focussed on commuters and the problem is reduced not displaced.

John Palmer
Chair

Grange Prestonfield Community Council
Appendix
Area 1: The Astley Ainslie to St Thomas Road

The GPCC considers it important that both sides of Blackford Avenue near the shop and Post Office permit short term parking for patrons of the shops while preventing commuters parking there. We believe local shopkeepers would help enforce these limits by reporting infringement.
A positive impact of increased parking in Blackford Avenue (North) has been the reduction in speed of traffic heading south.  Residents wish proposals to restrict parking be organised to maintain this effect of slowing the traffic.  They also request that permanent speed limitation measures - low level speed bumps - be installed.

We also ask that CEC

1. Gives high priority to implementing James Gillespie’s PS school travel plan

2. Consider installing a pedestrian crossing at an appropriate point on Blackford Avenue.
Critically, the proposal for double yellow lines on the east side of the road between St Albans Road and West Relugas Road, combined with increased restrictions on side roads, will encourage commuter parking on the west side to the detriment of local residents.

· Residents would accept a restricted zone on the west side instead of the proposed double yellow lines.  The east side could be controlled by a SYL to allow residents and visitors some flexibility when the roads are quiet in the evenings and weekends. 

· The current double yellow line on the corner of Blackford Avenue and South Oswald Road should be restored to the standard distance (11m from South Oswald Road centre) as shown on the diagrams. This will create two additional spaces for car parking.
Double yellow lines at the 2 entrances/exits from Grange Manor onto South Oswald Road previously existed and were lost when South Oswald Road was resurfaced.  GPCC would urge on safety grounds that they be put back as soon as possible.
 

The GPCC is prepared to assist CEC in entering discussions with NHS Lothian re their apparent policy of restricting on-site parking for staff at the Astley Ainslie Hospital, which causes additional pressure on neighbouring streets.

Area 2: St Thomas Road to Mayfield Road, including Fountainhall to Relugas Roads and Findhorn Place

The planners’ graduated approach to controlling parking appears to be based on proximity to the city centre and does not take into account the important issues of proximity to bus routes and to local shops, plus housing density and type, which are at least as important in influencing parking.  As one moves west to east toward Mayfield Road the pressure on parking rises just as it does as one moves closer to the edge of the CPZ.  It is for this reason the GPCC wishes that the proposals for this area are revisited.
The current proposals have unrestricted spaces on both sides of St Albans Road at the NE of the cross roads with South Lauder Road.  A restricted zone is required to protect these spaces. On the other hand, the SYL along South Lauder Road between St Albans Road and Fountainhall Road could be reduced to cover only 2-3 spaces.

In the northernmost section of South Lauder Road, between Grange Loan and Fountainhall Road, the SYL should be on the western side of the road. 

Area 3: Mayfield Road to Mayfield Gardens

The double yellow line proposed for Mentone Terrace, to allow access for emergency vehicles, will directly affect parking in this street. One half of this residential street is tenements and parking is already an issue.  Emergency access is clearly an irregular occurrence and the restriction is limited to one block which will mean access issues are not resolved further along the terrace.  The GPCC asks that this proposal is reconsidered.  In addition, the removal of parking at the western end may adversely affect the shops on Mayfield Road.
The proposed DYLs on Bright’s Crescent will allow larger vehicles along the road more easily; however we do not believe there is a need to put DYLs on both sides of the road but only on the north side of the road.  The extent of the DYLs should also be reduced to allow larger vehicles to pass without encouraging traffic to increase speed on a residential road that is already used as a “rat run”.

As this street will potentially face increased pressure from commuters a restricted residents’ zone could be considered for the future. 

Area 4: Waverley Park

Residents are experiencing increasing problems with commuter and long-term parking, for instance at the entrances to the Waverley Park area – Peel Terrace, Ventnor Terrace Cobden Road and both ends of Queens Crescent.  This situation will only get worse if fewer spaces for commuter parking are made available in other parts of the S6 area.

The Chair of the Waverley Park Amenity Association suggests residents would be willing to pay for a restricted zone permit and that the whole area would be ideal to experiment with such a zone.  Any proposals would require further consultation with the residents.
The existing double yellow lines on corners and at junctions are vital, but have to be enforced.  The additional the DYLs marked out in the Waverley Park are not supported; the case against was articulated when they were last proposed.  There is however a need for a parking restriction on the “T” of the T-junction of Cobden Road and Ventnor Terrace as larger service vehicles often struggle or fail to make the turn.
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