SHEFFIELD CITY COUNCIL

EXECUTIVE FUNCTIONS DECISION RECORD

The following decisions were taken on Thursday 12 December 2013 by the Highway
Cabinet Member Decision Session.

Date notified to all members: Monday 16 December 2013

The end of the call-in period is 4:00 pm on Friday 20 December 2013

The decision can be implemented from Saturday 21 December 2013

Item No

5.

5.1

5.2

5.3

5.3.1

5.4

INVESTING IN SHEFFIELD'S LOCAL TRANSPORT SYSTEM: 2013/14
UPDATE AND 2014/15 PROPOSALS

The Executive Director, Place submitted a report outlining progress in delivering
the Council’s overall transport capital programme in 2013/14; and seeking outline
approval for the draft programme for 2014/15

RESOLVED: That the Cabinet Member:-

(@)
(b)

()

(d)

()

endorses the updated current 2013/14 Local Transport Plan programme;

approves the proposed allocations for the draft 2014/15 Local Transport
Plan programme, as indicative priorities for consideration within the
Council’s overall budget setting process, due to be received by Cabinet
early in the New Year;

endorses the continued 2013/14 and 2014/15 programmes for Local
Sustainable Transport Funds, the Better Buses Area Fund (BBAF) and the
Better Bus Area (BB2) as approved by the Department for Transport;

notes the differing levels of flexibility available for the various funding
streams; and

instructs officers to seek appropriate financial approval for each project
through the Council’s formal Cabinet approval process.

Reasons for Decision

Council Officers have worked with South Yorkshire partners, SYITA Members and
the relevant Cabinet Lead Members to ensure that the proposed LTP Capital
Programmes for 2013/14 and 2014/15 and the current LSTF and BBAF
programmes meet the objectives of ‘A Vision for Excellent Transport’, ‘Standing up
for Sheffield’, and the Sheffield City Region Transport Strategy.

Alternatives Considered and Rejected
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5.4.1

5.4.2

5.5

5.6

5.7

5.8

6.1

7.1

7.2

7.3

7.31

The splits in funding of each block could be spent in any number of ways.
However, the current proposal is based on the City Council working with South
Yorkshire partners and Cabinet Lead Members on Transport, Highways and
Environmental matters to ensure that the proposed LTP Capital Programmes for
2013/14 and 2014/15 meet the objectives of ‘A Vision for Excellent Transport’,
‘Standing up for Sheffield, and the South Yorkshire LTP whilst maximising the
opportunities presented through the ‘Streets Ahead’ Programme.

For LTSF, Better Buses and Pinch Point Funding, alternative options are limited as
the bids were based on delivering specific types of outputs and outcomes.
However, within that scope, there is some flexibility to change the specific
locations of interventions.

Any Interest Declared or Dispensation Granted

None

Reason for Exemption if Public/Press Excluded During Consideration

None

Respective Director Responsible for Implementation

Simon Green, Executive Director, Place

Relevant Scrutiny and Policy Development Committee If Decision Called In
Economic and Environmental Wellbeing

REQUEST FOR PEDESTRIAN CROSSING ON HUTCLIFFE WOOD ROAD

It was reported that this item had been withdrawn from the agenda.

MALIN BRIDGE JOBCONNECTOR

The Executive Director, Place submitted a report seeking Cabinet Member
approval to implement the scheme to improve the bus/tram interchange at Malin
Bridge by providing a permanent stop and terminus point for the Supertram Link
bus service adjacent to the Malin Bridge tram stop and terminus.

RESOLVED: That the scheme be implemented to improve interchange between
bus and tram at Malin Bridge by providing a permanent stop and terminus point for
the Supertram Link bus service adjacent to the Malin Bridge tram stop and
terminus.

Reasons for Decision

The proposal is the best location for interchange between bus and tram at Malin
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7.4

7.4.1

7.5

7.6

7.7

7.8

8.1

8.2

Bridge. It will provide convenient, accessible and safe interchange between the
Supertram Link bus service and the tram, as well as with the other bus services
that use this bus stop. The impact on traffic of the existing temporary bus stop will
be removed. The new location will be monitored and reviewed to see what, if any,
impact the new provision has on local traffic management.

Alternatives Considered and Rejected

Several different locations for a permanent solution have been investigated since
2010. These have included the service road and the Park and Rode, as well as
various locations around the gyratory, including the extension of the existing bus
layby adjacent to the tram stop to allow the bus to stop within it and wait time.
There are pros and cons to all of these locations and these were discussed
between officers and Local Members. Following that, it was agreed to progress to
public consultation on extending the existing bus layby adjacent to the tram stop.
The other alternative option would be to do nothing and leave the existing bus stop
in the existing ‘temporary’ location but this does impact on traffic management and
congestion around this gyratory, as well as local residents.

Any Interest Declared or Dispensation Granted

None

Reason for Exemption if Public/Press Excluded During Consideration

None

Respective Director Responsible for Implementation

Simon Green, Executive Director, Place

Relevant Scrutiny and Policy Development Committee If Decision Called In
Economic and Environmental Wellbeing

REPORT ON OBJECTIONS AND COMMENTS TO PROPOSED TRAFFIC
REGULATION ORDERS (TROS) IN THE FORMER NORTHERN AND NORTH
EAST COMMUNITY ASSEMBLY AREA

The Executive Director, Place submitted a report outlining the receipt of objections
to the proposed Traffic Regulation Order associated with several waiting
restrictions in the former Northern and North East Community Assembly areas and
setting out the Council’s response.

RESOLVED: That:-

(@)  the Traffic Regulation Order for Ash View be made as advertised;

(b)  the Traffic Regulation Order for Hillcrest Road be made as advertised;
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8.3

8.3.1

8.3.2

8.3.3

8.4

8.4.1

8.5

8.6

8.7

(c) the Traffic Regulation Order for Langsett Road South be made as
advertised with the reduced length of restriction;

(d)  the Traffic Regulation Order for Middlewood Drive be made with the
reduced length of restriction;

(e) the Traffic Regulation Order for Middlewood Drive East be made with the
reduced length of restriction; and

() all respondents be informed accordingly.
Reasons for Decision

The Traffic Regulation Order for the schemes included in the report is considered
necessary to introduce parking restrictions at each of the locations with a view to
resolving problems which have been brought to the attention of the City Council.

Officers have given due consideration to the views of all respondents in an attempt
to find acceptable solutions. The recommendations are considered to be a
balanced attempt to address residents’ concerns and aspirations.

Officers consider that the reasons set out in the report outweigh the objections but
accept that the length of the waiting restrictions should be reduced at Langsett
Road South, Middlewood Drive and Middlewood Drive East. The new proposals
are shown on plans located in Appendices E2, F2 and G2 of the report. Requests
for further waiting restrictions should be assessed at Bevan Way, Hillcrest Road
and Eastgate if necessary once the proposed restrictions have been implemented.
Further requests in the areas collated from the responses are to be submitted as a
small scheme request to be assessed.

Alternatives Considered and Rejected

The proposed Traffic Regulation Order is the best solution to the parking problems
that exist at these locations. The parking at these locations cannot be controlled by
enforcement by Parking Services Officers until the Traffic Regulation Order is
made. No alternatives have therefore been considered, but adjustments made
where considered necessary in response to public comments.

Any Interest Declared or Dispensation Granted

None

Reason for Exemption if Public/Press Excluded During Consideration

None

Respective Director Responsible for Implementation

Simon Green, Executive Director, Place
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8.8

9.1

9.2

9.3

9.3.1

9.3.2

9.4

9.41

Relevant Scrutiny and Policy Development Committee If Decision Called In
Economic and Environmental Wellbeing

OBJECTIONS TO A PROPOSED TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDER TO
INTRODUCE PARKING RESTRICTIONS AT VARIOUS JUNCTIONS WITH
CROSS LANE (CROOKES) AND ON WOODHOLM ROAD (ECCLESALL) -
REVISED VERSION TO BE CONSIDERED AT THE MEETING

The Executive Director, Place submitted a report setting out the objections
received to the advertised Traffic Regulation Order (TRO) to introduce parking
restrictions at three locations for small highway schemes being promoted by the
former South West Community Assembly.

RESOLVED: That:-

(a) the objections be upheld, in part, to the proposed traffic regulations on the
junctions of Cross Lane with Forres Avenue, St Thomas Road and Truswell
Road, Crookes and on Woodholm Road, Ecclesall and the revised
proposals be introduced as shown in the plans included in Appendices C-1
and C-2 to this report;

(b)  the objections be overruled to the proposed traffic regulations on the
junctions of Cross Lane with Arran Road and Forres Road and the
restrictions be introduced as shown in the plan included in Appendix B-2 to
the report;

(c) the Traffic Regulation Order be made, as amended, in accordance with the
Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984; and

(d)  all the respondents be informed accordingly.
Reasons for Decision

The Traffic Regulation Order for the schemes included in the report was necessary
to introduce parking restrictions at each of the locations with a view to resolving
problems which have been brought to the attention of the City Council.

Local Ward Councillors and officers have given due consideration to the views of
all the respondents in an attempt to find acceptable solutions. The
recommendations were considered to be a balanced attempt to address residents
concerns and aspirations.

Alternatives Considered and Rejected
These schemes have been designed to meet local needs/priorities as identified by
former Community Assembly members. The proposals put forward are considered

to deliver the required outcomes to resolve the problems which have been brought
to the attention of the former Assembly.
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9.4.2

9.5

9.6

9.7

9.8

10.

10.1

10.2

10.3

10.3.

10.3.

10.4

Two of the schemes have been amended to try and address the concerns raised
by residents.

Any Interest Declared or Dispensation Granted

None

Reason for Exemption if Public/Press Excluded During Consideration
None

Respective Director Responsible for Implementation

Simon Green, Executive Director, Place

Relevant Scrutiny and Policy Development Committee If Decision Called In
Economic and Environmental Wellbeing

OBJECTIONS TO A PROPOSED TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDER TO
INTRODUCE A ONE-WAY TRAFFIC SYSTEM ON ETWALL WAY

The Executive Director, Place submitted a report setting out the objections
received to the advertised Traffic Regulation Order (TRO) to introduce a one-way
traffic system on Etwall Way in respect of a small highway scheme being promoted
by the former North East Community Assembly.

RESOLVED: That:-

(@) the objections be overruled to the proposed traffic regulations on Etwall
Way and the one-way traffic system be introduced as shown in the plan
included in Appendix A to the report;

(b)  the Traffic Regulation Order be made in accordance with the Road Traffic
Regulation Act, 1984; and

(c) the respondents be informed accordingly

Reasons for Decision

The Traffic Regulation Order for the scheme included in the report is considered
necessary to introduce the vehicle access and movement restrictions at the
location with a view to resolving problems which have been brought to the
attention of the City Council.

Local Ward Councillors and officers have given due consideration to the views of
all the respondents and feel that the proposed scheme meets the aspirations of
local residents.

Alternatives Considered and Rejected
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10.4.

10.5

10.6

10.7

10.8

11.

111

11.2

11.3

11.3.

11.3.

The scheme has been designed to meet local needs/priorities as identified by

former Community Assembly members. The proposals put forward are considered

to deliver the required outcomes to resolve the problems which have been brought

to the attention of the former Assembly.

Any Interest Declared or Dispensation Granted

None

Reason for Exemption if Public/Press Excluded During Consideration

None

Respective Director Responsible for Implementation

Simon Green, Executive Director, Place

Relevant Scrutiny and Policy Development Committee If Decision Called In

Economic and Environmental Wellbeing

LOWER DON VALLEY CYCLE ROUTE IMPROVEMENTS SHEFFIELD

ROAD/RABY STREET - TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDER CONSULTATION

RESULTS

The Executive Director, Place submitted a report setting out responses by officers

to objections received in relation to the advertised Traffic Regulation Order (TRO)

for parking restrictions on Sheffield Road and Raby Street in Tinsley. It was

anticipated that the proposed double yellow lines will address current parking

problems and compliment the proposed shared cycle/footway in this location.

RESOLVED: That:-

(a) the Traffic Regulation Order be made in accordance with the Road Traffic
Regulation Act 1984 for the proposed waiting restrictions proposed for
Sheffield Road and Raby Street;

(b)  those who made representations be made accordingly; and

(c) the waiting restrictions be introduced as part of the cycle improvement
scheme.

Reasons for Decision

the Traffic Regulation Order will deter inconsiderate parking on the footway which
is to become a shared footway for cyclists and pedestrians.

The Traffic Regulation Order will also prevent inconsiderate parking practices on
Sheffield Road close to existing traffic islands.
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11.3. The road safety audit undertaken for the proposed cycle improvement scheme
3 recommended that inconsiderate parking practices were addressed before the
scheme was implemented.
11.4  Alternatives Considered and Rejected
11.4. Officers have considered the possible alternatives put forward by residents to
1 address parking concerns. For the reasons outlined in paragraphs 4.8 to 4.13 of
the report officers consider that these are unfeasible and do not address the
current/future problems associated with parking on footways.
11.5 Any Interest Declared or Dispensation Granted
None
11.6  Reason for Exemption if Public/Press Excluded During Consideration
None
11.7  Respective Director Responsible for Implementation
Simon Green, Executive Director, Place

11.8  Relevant Scrutiny and Policy Development Committee If Decision Called In

Economic and Environmental Wellbeing
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