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PETITIONS RELATING TO TRAFFIC MATTERS 
 
 
Summary statement: 
 
This report considers the following petitions relating to traffic matters: 
 

1) Toller Grove, Heaton – Request for traffic calming 
 

2) Toller Lane/Leylands Lane Junction, Heaton – Request for a mini roundabout 
 

3) Highgate, Heaton – Request for limited waiting except for permit holders 
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1.0 SUMMARY 

1.1. Three petitions relating to traffic matters have been received. These are: 

Toller Grove, Heaton – Request for traffic calming 
 

Toller Lane/Leylands Lane Junction, Heaton – Request for a mini roundabout 
 

Highgate, Heaton – Request for limited waiting except for permit holders 

2.0 BACKGROUND 

2.1. Background information is given in Appendices 1, 2, 3 and 4. 

Appendix 1 Toller Grove, Heaton. (26 Signatures) 

Appendix 2 Toller Lane / Leylands Lane junction, Heaton (34 signatures). 

Appendix 3 – Highgate, Heaton. (25 signatures) 

Appendix 4 – Summary of the Council’s criteria for permit parking. 

3.0 OTHER CONSIDERATIONS 

3.1. Local ward members have been sent copies of the petitions. Any comments received 
will be reported verbally to this meeting. 

4.0 FINANCIAL & RESOURCE APPRAISAL  

4.1. There are no direct financial or resource implications arising from this report. Any 
schemes recommended for progression would be subject to appropriate future funding 
approval. 

5.0 RISK MANAGEMENT AND GOVERNANCE ISSUES 

5.1. There are no risks arising from this report. 

6.0 LEGAL APPRAISAL  

6.1. There are no legal issues arising from this report. 

7.0 OTHER IMPLICATIONS 

7.1. EQUALITY & DIVERSITY  

Due regard has been given to Section 149 of the Equality Act when determining the 
proposals in this report.. 

7.2. SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS  

There are no sustainability implications arising from this report. 
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7.3. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS IMPACTS 

There is no impact on the Council's own and the wider District's carbon footprint and 
emissions from other greenhouse gases arising from this report. 

7.4. COMMUNITY SAFETY IMPLICATIONS  

There are no community safety implications of this report. 

7.5. HUMAN RIGHTS ACT  

None 

7.6. TRADE UNION 

None 

7.7. WARD IMPLICATIONS 

Heaton ward members have been sent copies of the petitions. Any comments 
received will be reported verbally to this meeting. 

7.8. AREA COMMITTEE ACTION PLAN IMPLICATIONS 

None 

8.0 NOT FOR PUBLICATION DOCUMENTS  

8.1. None 

9.0 OPTIONS 

9.1. Members may propose alternative recommendations on which they will receive 
appropriate officer advice. 

10.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 

10.1. That no further action be taken on the request to traffic calm Toller Grove, Heaton. 

10.2. That a junction survey be carried out at the junction of Toller Lane and Leylands 
Lane and should it be feasible to introduce a mini roundabout this request be 
considered, along with other outstanding requests, by this committee when they next 
meet to resolve future scheme programmes. 

10.3. That no action be taken to introduce limited waiting except for permit holders outside 
24-40 Highgate, Heaton. 

10.4. That the petitioners are informed accordingly. 

11.0 APPENDICES 

11.1. Appendix 1 – Toller Grove, Heaton – Petition and location plan. 
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11.2. Appendix 2 – Toller Lane / Leylands Lane junction, Heaton – Petition and location 
plan 

11.3. Appendix 3 - Highgate, Heaton – Petition and location plan. 

11.4. Appendix 4 – Summary of the Council’s criteria for permit parking. 

12.0 BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS  

12.1. None. 
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Petition – Toller Grove (26 signatures) 

Background information 

The petitioners are concerned that some vehicles are travelling at excessive speed on 
Toller Grove especially along the section leading to Leylands Avenue. The petitioners are 
therefore requesting low impact speed bumps to reduce the speed of these vehicles. 

Toller Grove is a relatively steep residential road. All the properties have off street parking 
however some on-street parking does take place throughout the day. 

An automatic speed survey was undertaken from the 14 September until the 19 
September 2016. The survey box was placed on lighting column 15 outside No 49.  The 
results of the survey are as follows: - 

Direction of travel Mean 
speed 
(mph) 

85th%’ile 
speed 
(mph) 

Maximum 
Speed 
recorded 
(mph) 

Average 
daily 
traffic 
flow 

Maximum 
am peak 
flow 
(8am-
9am) 

Maximum 
pm peak 
flow 
(3pm-
4pm) 

Towards Leylands 
Avenue 

20 24 32 

113 46 35 
Towards Toller 
Lane 

21 26 43 

 

There has been one road injury in the last 5 years. This occurred at the junction of 
Leylands Avenue and involved a vehicle turning left into Toller Grove on an icy road 
surface. 

The results of the survey show that the majority of drivers are travelling below the existing 
30mph speed limit and at a speed that would be expected on a traffic calmed road. 
Unfortunately there is always a minority who have no consideration for other more 
vulnerable road users and it is regrettable that no matter what measures are promoted 
without enforcement some drivers will continue to drive recklessly and irresponsibly. 

In view of the low traffic speeds and good road safety record on Toller Grove It is 
recommended that no further action be taken. 

Recommendations 

That no action be taken. 
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Petition – Toller Lane / Leylands Lane junction, He aton (36 signatures) 

Background information 

The petitioners are requesting that the Council makes the junction of Toller Lane and Leylands 
Lane safer for pedestrians and motorists. They have suggested that a mini roundabout is 
provided at the junction. 

The introduction of a mini roundabout at this junction would help to formalize turning 
movements, give vehicles turning right into Leylands Lane priority over on-coming traffic and 
help to make drivers more aware of the junction and the road environment around them. 
However where there is a large volume of right turning traffic into the side road this can result 
in long delays on the main carriageway. This could be particularly significant at peak periods 
when currently vehicles queue through the junction. It is therefore recommended that a 
junction survey is carried out to determine if a mini roundabout would be feasible. 

To put in a mini roundabout would also require a traffic regulation order to close part of Duchy 
Drive. The estimated cost of a scheme would be £20000; this cost would need to be found 
from the Bradford West Safer Roads Budget. This budget is fully committed for the current 
financial year. 

Recommendation 

That a junction survey be carried out and should it be feasible to introduce a mini roundabout 
this request be considered, along with other outstanding requests, by this committee when 
they next meet to resolve future scheme programmes. 
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Petition – Highgate, Heaton (25 signatures) 

Background information 

The petitioners are concerned about the on street parking that takes place to the front of 
24 – 40 Highgate and have requested that this area be made limited waiting except for 
permit holders.  

The petition was first put together in 2014 but was not submitted. The initial request was 
for permit parking however at the time the situation was temporarily improved by St. 
Bede’s School providing extra car parking space for staff within the school grounds. 
However the petitioners are now concerned that the situation is getting worse again and 
they have therefore decided to submit the petition. 

The Council has a Policy on the provision of permit parking schemes which contains strict 
criteria on the amount of parking and its duration see appendix 3. The criteria must be met 
before a scheme can be considered. In general residential streets that do not have any 
land use which attract parking from outside of the area for long periods of time everyday 
do not meet the criteria. 

I have visited the area and noted that from Crofton Road to Ashwell Road there is 
restricted parking or no waiting at any time restrictions along most of this section of 
Highgate. At the front of 24 to 40 Highgate there are no waiting restrictions and at the time 
of my visit there were some parking spaces available. If a permit parking schemes was 
introduced and permits issued to the residents and others who live and work further down 
Highgate, as stated by the petitioners, the area would continue to be parked up for most of 
the day and there would be very little chance for customers of the local shops to park. 
Long stay parking may also transfer to the side roads where there are already concerns 
being raised by the residents because of inconsiderate parking by parents of children 
attending Heaton St Barnabas School. 

Recommendation 

It is recommended that due to there being no opportunity to increase parking for 
customers to local business and the possible impact on the side roads where residents 
have reported parking problems no further action be taken on this matter. 
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CRITERIA FOR PRIORITISING REQUESTS FOR COMMUNITY 
 ON-STREET PERMIT PARKING SCHEMES 

 
 

A. Basic Evaluation 
 

1) Working Day 
80% of available on-street spaces to be occupied: 
 
a) for more than 6 hours per day and 
b) for more than 4 days per week 

 
2) Evening 

80% of available on-street spaces to be occupied: 
 
a) for more than 4 hours per evening and 
b) for more than 4 evenings per week 

 
3) Weekend 

80% of available on-street spaces to be occupied for more than 6 hours on 
either a Saturday or Sunday 
 
Note:  The applicant will be asked for the worst day/time to ensure the basic 
evaluation results are as accurate as possible 

 
 
B. Detailed analysis of sites 
 

1) Residential car ownership to be determined by standard letter. 
 

2) Not more than 50% of properties have off-street parking. 
 

3) Ensure that normal demand for residents parking can be met. 
 

4) Ensure that the introduction of a formal scheme would not be detrimental to 
the area. 

 
5) The type of scheme (i.e. exclusive for residents or some limited waiting 

provision for non-permit holders) be determined dependent on the needs of 
the local community. 

 
6) Match the operational hours/days of the scheme to the problem times (e.g. 

overcome weekday commuter issue using a Monday to Friday 8am to 6pm 
Order). 

 
 
 


