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1. PURPOSE OF REPORT  

 

This report considers objections and comments received as part of the statutory 

consultation process with respect to proposed Traffic Regulation Orders 
(TROs). 
 

2. RECOMMENDATION(S) 

 

 It is recommended that the Committee: - 
 
2.1 Acknowledge the objections received as a result of the public advertisement of 

proposed traffic regulation orders; 
 

2.2 In relation to “THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (ASHLEY ZONE) (ZONE T) 
(CONTROLLED PARKING AND WAITING RESTRICTIONS) ORDER 2011 
(AMENDMENT) ORDER 202[X]” overrule the objection received and approve 

this order be made as originally advertised; and 
 

2.3 In relation to “THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (DISABLED PERSONS’   

PARKING PLACES IN ABERDEEN CITY) (REGULATORY PARKING 

PLACES) (REF. A) ORDER 202X” overrule the objections received and 

approve this order be made as originally advertised. 

3. CURRENT SITUATION 

 
3.1 This report deals with proposed TROs which, at the public advertisement stage, 

have been subject to statutory objections. The report presents the objections 
received and provides officers’ responses to the issues raised. Plans detailing 

each of the two schemes in question are included within the first and third 
appendices to this report. Redacted copies of the letters of objection received 
are within second and fourth appendices and the press notice (extract) for the 

proposals is included within Appendix 5. 
 



 
 

 
3.2 THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (ASHLEY ZONE) (ZONE T) 

(CONTROLLED PARKING AND WAITING RESTRICTIONS) ORDER 2011 

(AMENDMENT) ORDER 202[X] 

 
3.2.1 Proposal 
 

The proposed Traffic Regulation Order is to extend sections of prohibition of 

waiting at any time restrictions on Devonshire Road. This would involve the 
removal of 5m of ‘pay and display’ parking and 5m of non-restricted parking. 

This would extend the existing 5m of junction protection to 10m each side. 
 
Concerns from a resident were raised with the Traffic Management and Road 

Safety team by a locally elected member. The concerns were regarding 
vehicles parking in proximity to the junction of Devonshire Road and St Swithin 

Street.  This location is within Controlled Parking Zone T and therefore there 
are already existing restrictions on the ground. However, prohibition of waiting 
at any time restrictions (AATs) at this junction are only 5 metres and not the 

standard 10 metres as specified in the highway code. Vehicles which park in 
such a location cause difficulty for all road users by limiting visibility and obstruct 

safe pedestrian/vehicular movements at the junction. This is a busy area with 
a school in close proximity. 

 
3.2.2 Objections 

 

One statutory objection was received from a property owner on St Swithin 
Street. The objector provided an email covering the reasons for their objection. 
The full content of this objection can be read in Appendix 2. The plan for the 

original proposal is available in Appendix 1 and the press notice in Appendix 5. 
A summary of the main points of the objection are provided below, with points 

made by the objector highlighted in bold, which are thereafter followed by a 
response from a traffic management perspective: 

 
3.2.3 “Regarding the proposed change to the lines on the north side of 

Devonshire road, your change would put double yellow lines across the 

goods entrance to ____________ obstructing the loading/goods hatch of 
a property which I own” 

 

 There is an exemption provided by the Traffic Regulation Order that allows a 
vehicle to wait on ‘at any time’ restrictions while loading / unloading actively 

takes place. Currently there are no restrictions across the goods entrance, the 
introduction of ‘at any time’ restrictions will therefore make it an offence to park 
in front of the entrance, thereby ensuring this length of Devonshire Road is 

available for vehicular loading / unloading purposes at all times. 
  
3.2.4 “I feel that a single white line would be more appropriate as it's already 

being used across property entrances in this area. “ 

 

 Single white line ‘Keep Clear H-markings’ are non-enforceable and would 
essentially create a free parking space in an area of pay and display/permit 

parking. 



 
 

 
3.3 “THE ABERDEEN CITY COUNCIL (DISABLED PERSONS’   PARKING 

PLACES IN ABERDEEN CITY) (REGULATORY PARKING PLACES) (REF. 

A) ORDER 202X” 
 

3.3.1 Proposal 

  
The proposed Traffic Regulation Order contains the latest batch of new 

disabled bays that are to be implemented in the city. The disabled bay which 
has been objected to is on Talisman Road. The space has been approved 

based on the applicant being in possession of a valid blue badge and providing 
evidence a car for their carriage is kept at the property. 
 

3.3.2 Objections 

 

Three statutory objections were received from residents on Talisman Road. The 
objectors have provided emails covering the reasons for their objection. The full 
content of the objections can be read in Appendix 4. The plan for the original 

proposal is available in Appendix 3. A summary of the main points of the 
objection are provided below, with points made by the objector highlighted in 

bold, which are thereafter followed by a response from a traffic management 
perspective: 
 

3.3.3 “Firstly, there are TWO other spaces 10 yards further down the same 

road! One of which for definite is no longer used as tenant has moved 

away. The other is used by some when there is nowhere else to park!” 

There may be a few established disabled bays on Talisman Road that are no 
longer actively used by a nearby resident. In this regard, the possibility of some 
of these bays being defunct will not affect the installation of a new bay, as that 

is a matter of providing a bay as practicable and in close proximity to the 
applicant as possible.  

 
Since the objection has been placed, a review has been undertaken and one 
of the existing bays has been confirmed as being defunct and thereby removed. 

 
3.3.4 “Secondly, parking on this street is a nightmare normally. Every night 

there are cars parked on both sides of the road and pavement due to 

lack of parking! And yet you want to make this worse?! Fire Engines 

would not be able to get down this street most days due to the lack of 

parking!” 

 The new disabled bay will make no difference to the current parking situation 

as we are not removing or adding any parking. 

3.3.5 “Thirdly, this is outside my property and I have not given nor will I give 

consent for this to happen! I wish to as much as possible park MY 

vehicle outside MY house!” 



 
 

 With respect to a public road, Aberdeen City Council has a statutory duty to 

provide disabled parking bays for people who qualify under the Disabled 

Persons' Parking Places (Scotland) Act 2009. Thus, where a person that 

resides at a property holds a valid disabled persons’ “Blue Badge”, and a car 

is kept at the property, they will qualify for the installation of a ‘Blue Badge’ 

disabled parking bay in close proximity to their property. The parking bay 

concerned is installed in accordance with the Statutory Instrument “The Traffic 

Signs Regulations and General Directions 2016” and must be a minimum of 

6.6 metres in length for a bay placed parallel to the kerbside. 

3.3.6 “Fourthly, the space that is being taken up by the markings suggests a 

huge space! One that could be taken up by one and a half cars! So not 

only are you taking away a space to make room for a disabled bay you 

are taking away a SECOND space that another car could use due to the 

size of the bay! Two cars less can park on the street!” 

 The parking bay concerned is installed in accordance with the Statutory 

Instrument “The Traffic Signs Regulations and General Directions 2016” and 

must be a minimum of 6.6 metres in length for a bay placed parallel to the 

kerbside. 

4. FINANCIAL IMPLICATIONS 

4.1 Proposals will be funded through the Cycling, Walking and Safer Routes 
budget, Disabled Parking Revenue Budget, or by developers where related to 

new schemes. 
 

5.  LEGAL IMPLICATIONS  
 

5.1 Should the recommendations of this report not be accepted and the proposals 

not progressed, any future request for restrictions at these locations would 
require officers to again undertake the steps outlined in The Local Authorities' 

Traffic Orders (Procedure) (Scotland) Regulations 1999 to progress the 
necessary Traffic Regulation Order. 

 

 
6.   ENVIRONMENTAL IMPLICATIONS 

6.1  There are no direct implications arising from the recommendations of this 
report. 

 
 
7. RISK 

 
The assessment of risk contained within the table below is considered to be 
consistent with the Council’s Risk Appetite Statement.



 
 

 

 
Category Risks Primary 

Controls/Control 
Actions to achieve  
Target Risk Level  

*Target Risk 
Level (L, M or 

H) 
 

*taking into 
account 

controls/control 
actions 

 

*Does 
Target 

Risk Level 
Match 

Appetite 
Set? 

Strategic 
Risk 

Road safety 
levels and 
traffic 
management 
could be 
compromised 
if measures 
are not 
progressed, 
leading to 
continued 
public 
concern. 

Officers propose 
measures that are 

deemed reasonable 
and appropriate to 
address the Road 
Safety and Traffic 

Management issues to 
reduce incidents of 
public objections 

M Yes 

Compliance Removal of 
the disabled 
bay may 
breach the 
Council’s 
statutory 
obligations. 

Officers propose that 
the disabled bay be 

implemented as 
planned to prevent any 

breach of statutory 
obligation 

L Yes 

Operational Junction 
protection 
which is 
below the 
highway code 
standard may 
pose a health 
and safety 
risk to 
pedestrians 
crossing and 
visibility for 
motorists. 

Officers propose that 
junction protection at 
Devonshire Road be 
extended to mitigate 

these risks. 

M Yes 

Financial No significant 
risks identified 

   

Reputational Proposals can 
be 
contentious 
and attract 
negative 
feedback. 

Concerned parties 
would be provided 

thorough rationale as 
to the requirement for 

the proposal. 

M Yes 

Environment 
/ Climate 

No significant 
risks identified 

   

 



 
 

8.  OUTCOMES 

COUNCIL DELIVERY PLAN   
 

Prosperous Place Stretch 

Outcomes 

The proposals in this report support the delivery of 

LOIP stretch outcome 15 by creating a safer 
environment on the road network. Road safety 
measures help reduce accidents and can help 

increase walking and cycling. 
  

 

9. IMPACT ASSESSMENTS 
 

Assessment Outcome 

 

Integrated Impact 
Assessment 

 

Impact Assessment form completed for disabled bays 
 

Data Protection Impact 

Assessment 
Not required 

 
Other Not required 

 

 

 
 

 
10. BACKGROUND PAPERS 

 

10.1 N/A 
 

 
11. APPENDICES 

 

11.1 Appendix 1 – Devonshire Road Plan 
 Appendix 2 – Devonshire Road Objections 

 Appendix 3 – Talisman Road Plan 
 Appendix 4 – Talisman Road Objections  
 Appendix 5 – Press Notice 

 
12. REPORT AUTHOR CONTACT DETAILS 

 
Name Dylan Jamieson 
Title Technical Officer 
Email Address dyjamieson@aberdeencity.gov.uk 
Tel 01224 522175 

 
 

https://www.aberdeencity.gov.uk/sites/default/files/2019-04/Council%20Delivery%20Plan%202019-20.pdf
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APPENDIX 1 – DEVONSHIRE ROAD PLAN 

 



 
 

 
APPENDIX 2 – DEVONSHIRE ROAD OBJECTIONS 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 



 
 

APPENDIX 3 – TALISMAN ROAD PLAN 

 
 

 



 
 

 

APPENDIX 4 – TALISMAN ROAD OBJECTIONS 

 



 
 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 



 
 

APPENDIX 5 – PRESS NOTICE (EXTRACT) 

 



 
 

 

 


