
 

 
 

 
AGENDA ITEM NO:  15 

 

  
Report To:  

 
Environment and Regeneration 
Committee 

 
Date: 

 
1 September 2016 

 

     
 Report By:  Corporate Director Environment, 

Regeneration and Resources 
Report No:  RC/ENV/RG/16.287  

     
 Contact Officer: Robert Graham Contact No: 714800  

    
 Subject: Proposed Traffic Regulation Order, The Inverclyde Council Disabled 

Persons’ Parking Places (On-Street) Order No. 2 2016  
 

   
   
   

1.0 PURPOSE  
 

1.1 
 
 
 
 

1.2 
 

 
Local Authorities are empowered to make Orders under the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 as 
amended and under the Council’s Scheme of Administration the Head of Environmental and 
Commercial Services is responsible for the making, implementation and review of Traffic 
Management Orders and Traffic Regulation Orders (TROs).  
 
The provision of on-street parking places for use by disabled drivers, who are the holders of a 
Disabled Person’s Badge, is regulated by The Disabled Persons’ Parking Places (Scotland) Act 
2009. Inverclyde Council is required to promote a TRO to regulate the use of such parking places. 
 

 

1.3 The purpose of this report is to inform Committee of the outcome of the consultation procedure 
undertaken for the proposed TRO. The report also seeks a decision whether Committee will hear 
the Objection relating to the TRO themselves or appoint an independent Reporter. 

 

   
2.0 SUMMARY  

   
2.1 In order to comply with The Disabled Persons’ Parking Places (Scotland) Act 2009, Section 5, it is 

proposed to introduce a TRO to accompany the provision of parking places for the disabled. This 
will restrict parking to drivers displaying a Disabled Person’s Badge only and will enable the 
Parking Attendants to enforce such restrictions.  The proposed TRO will also revoke those parking 
places no longer required in order to maximise street parking capacity. 

 

   
2.2 

 
 
 
 

2.3 

Officers have undertaken a public consultation process in relation to the proposed TRO, as a 
result of which one objection was received. Council Officers corresponded with the objector to 
encourage them to remove their objection; however, the objector wishes to maintain their 
objection.  
 
Officers consider that the proposed TRO should be implemented as there is adequate alternative 
parking available to the objector.   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 



   
3.0 RECOMMENDATIONS  

   
3.1 It is recommended that the Committee:  

   
 notes the requirement to hold a public hearing to consider the maintained objection and decides 

either:- 
 

  
3.1.1  to hear the objection before a special meeting of this Committee; 
 
or 
 
3.1.2  to appoint an independent Reporter to hold an Public Hearing. 

 

   
   
   
   

 
Robert Graham 
Head of Environmental and Commercial Services 



 
4.0 BACKGROUND  

   
4.1 

 
 

4.2 
 
 
 
 

4.3 
 
 
 
 

4.4 

Currently no TROs exist at the locations shown in the proposed TRO which would prohibit the 
allocation of parking places for Disabled Person’s Badge holders.  
 
One objection was received to the proposed TRO introducing a parking space.  Their objection 
was that they did not wish to be denied parking directly adjacent to their property which is a 
flatted property and is shared with the applicant.  They asked for the space to be relocated 
further away from the front entrance. 
 
Council Officers corresponded with the objector to encourage them to remove their objection, 
however the objector wishes to maintain their objection.  Further correspondence was also 
undertaken with the applicant to seek their approval to relocate the space but they wished to 
keep the original position.  
  
This proposed TRO introduces 10 new disabled persons’ parking places including the space 
being objected to which is located on Brisbane Street.  Therefore, this objection delays the 
introduction of 9 parking spaces which had no objection to them.  It also means that the 10 
parking spaces can be used by any vehicle. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

   
4.5 Before making a proposed TRO, the Council is, in terms of the Act and the Regulations, 

required to take into consideration any objections timeously received by them and to give any 
objector an opportunity to be heard by them.  

 

   
6.0 IMPLICATIONS  

   
 Finance  
   

6.1 Depending on the decision taken by Committee regarding how the objection is heard, it should 
be note the cost of appointing an independent Reporter is approximately £10,000 (based on 
the costs of introducing DPE) for which there is no budget. 

 

   
 Legal  
   

6.2  There are no legal implications arising from this report. The Head of Legal and Property 
Services has been consulted on this report.

 

   
 Human Resources  
   

6.3 There are no human resources implications associated with the making of the proposed TRO.  
   
 Equalities  
   

6.4 There are no equalities implications associated with the making of the proposed TRO.  
   
 Repopulation  
   

6.5 There are no repopulation implications associated with the making of the proposed TRO.  
   

7.0   CONSULTATIONS  
   

7.1 The proposals have been advertised in the Greenock Telegraph and full details of the 
proposals have been made available for public inspection during normal office hours at the 
offices of the Head of Environmental and Commercial Services, the Head of Legal and 
Property Services and at Central, Port Glasgow, and Gourock Libraries. A copy of the draft 
Order is appended hereto for Members’ information.

 
 
 
Appendix 1 

   
8.0 BACKGROUND PAPERS  

   
8.1 None.  
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