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1

Purpose of the Report

1.1

To advise Members of objections received to the consultation
concerning changes to the Traffic Regulation Order (TRO) in Durham
City’s southwest district.

1.2

To request that members consider the objections made during the
informal and formal consultation period.

1.3

In accordance with the Council’s Constitution, Members are asked to
decide, in principle only, whether to set aside or uphold any objections,
which will then guide the Corporate Director of Regeneration, Economy
and Growth in the exercise of delegated decision making. The final
decision is therefore one for the Corporate Director, under delegated
powers.

2

Executive Summary

2.1

The County Council are committed to regularly reviewing Traffic
Regulation Orders to ensure that the restrictions held within them are
relevant and appropriate.

2.2

Representations have been received requesting a review of existing,
and provision of additional, restrictions in Durham City.

2.3

Having considered these requests, Officers have determined that the
changes listed below would be of benefit in terms of improving road
safety and reducing congestion. It is therefore proposed to amend the
current Durham City (southwest) Parking and Waiting Restrictions,
Traffic Regulation Order 2021 to allow the identified changes to be
implemented.

2.4

Of the five local members covering this area, four fully supported all
proposals with one local member objecting to one of the locations.
Durham Constabulary are in full support.

2.5

Consultation Period:

Statutory Consultees
Informal Consultation
Formal Consultation

3

Recommendation(s)

3.1

Committee is recommended to:

From
14-Oct-21
09-Nov-21
03-Mar-22
&
14-Apr-22

To
04-Nov-21
30-Nov-21
24-Mar-22
&
07-May-22

Endorse the proposal, in principle, to amend the Durham City
(southwest) Parking and Waiting Restrictions, Traffic Regulation Order
2021, with the final decision to be made by the Corporate Director under
delegated powers.

4

Proposal, Objections & Responses

4.1

The proposed locations for the TRO that received objections during the
consultation stages are detailed below.

4.2

Location 1 – Briardene (to introduce no waiting at any time
restrictions)

4.3

Proposal Background
Briardene is connected to the A690 Crossgate Peth via the adjoining
Margery Lane. It is a residential area located on the outskirts of the city
centre and is surrounded by heavily trafficked routes.

There are currently existing `no waiting at any time` restrictions either
side of the immediate access from Margery Lane and ‘permit holders
only’ restrictions throughout Briardene.
We have received reports from local residents, as well as through their
local member Cllr Elizabeth Scott (a copy of this correspondence can
be found in appendix 3), that vehicles are parking in the turning circles
at both the northern and southern-most points of Briardene and
obstructing access and restricting manoeuvrability.
It has also been reported that vehicles park up to the existing
restrictions on either side of the access road separating upper and
lower Briardene. This further restricts visibility and access. As part of
the initial ballot exercise a further request to extend the existing
restrictions to a point adjacent to No. 10 Briardene was also received (a
copy of this correspondence can be found in appendix 3).
It is proposed to introduce no waiting at any time restrictions to cover
the full extent of both the north & south turning heads and to also
extend the existing no waiting at any time restrictions leading north into
Briardene.
4.4

4.5

Informal Consultation:
Total Properties
balloted

Number in favour

Number opposed

34

22

5

Consultation dates

Expressions in favour

Expressions against

03/03/22 – 24/03/22

0

16

Formal Consultation:

14/04/22 – 07/05/22

4.6

Summarised objections & responses:

4.7

Objections:
21 people have objected to this proposal, the reasons for these
objections have been summarised below:

• “What you have proposed will make the situation worse, student
parking is the main problem.”
• “Double yellows lines will simply displace the problem of too many
vehicles.”
• “The only solution is that Briardene should be a specific parking
permit zone solely for Briardene residents (a zone of its own).”
• “This will transfer problems to even less safe areas on Briardene.”
• “The removal of space in Briardene would only exacerbate problems
for permit holders of zone J [including residents of Brierville,
Summerville and Nevilledale Terrace]”
4.8

DCC Response:
• Briardene is already known to Durham County Council for
obstruction issues which led to the introduction of advisory markings
within the turning heads of both upper and lower Briardene.
• Our concern lies with the observed parking around areas within
Briardene that are critical to access/egress, such as the turning
heads and Briardene’s junction with Margery Lane, which on
occasion have restricted access for emergency service providers.
• Residents of Summerville and Brierville currently share a permit
zone with Briardene as a method of balancing the demand of
businesses, residents, visitors, and tourists. This zone considered
property type and available road space, in an effort to ensure
residents could park within a short distance of their home
• Amending zone boundaries would risk disrupting the balance and
creating parking problems elsewhere in the vicinity. If re-designated
as “a zone of its own” Brierville, Summerville and the surrounding
streets will suddenly be beyond capacity leading to major issues for
those residents.

4.9

See appendix 4 for full details of the objection(s).

4.10 Location 2 – Sutton Street (to introduce no waiting & no
loading/unloading at any time restrictions and Permit holders only/pay
and display bays)
4.11 Proposal Background
Sutton Street is located immediately northwest of North Road and its
roundabout with the A690. It is situated close to the city centre and is

mixture of residential and commercial properties. At its northern end, it
forms a junction with North Road in close proximity to the access road
to Durham Train Station.
Officers from Durham County Council’s Strategic Traffic Team have
observed obstructive parking around the junction of Sutton Street and
North Road on a number of occasions, a review of parking and road
safety was therefore undertaken by Durham County Council’s Traffic
Section. This review concluded that the area was well used by taxis on
an evening which were found to queue right up to the junction, resulting
in reduced visibility and an obstructed flow of traffic turning northwest
onto North Road.
At present there are ‘no waiting at any time’ restrictions either side of
this junction. However, vehicles are permitted to load/unload and
board/alight passengers for as long as necessary on such restrictions.
It is therefore proposed to introduce ‘no waiting and no loading at any
time’ restrictions on the immediate northwest side of the junction to
prevent obstructive parking. Permit holders only/pay and display bays,
Monday-Saturday, 8am-6pm will be located further into Sutton Street to
improve access to the wider area.
4.12 Informal Consultation:
Total Properties
balloted

Number in favour

Number opposed

13

0

1

Consultation dates

Expressions in favour

Expressions against

03/03/22 – 24/03/22

0

0

4.13 Formal Consultation:

4.14 Summarised objections & responses:
4.15 Objections:
2 people have objected to this proposal, Cllr Liz Brown (one of the local
members for this area) and one local resident. The reasons for these
objections have been summarised below:

• “This would remove our access to loading to our house including our
grocery deliveries. We are elderly residents needing taxi, car and
ambulance access.”
• Residents of Parkside are being disturbed by headlights shining into
their windows from vehicles waiting at the Sutton Street/North Road
Junction.
• “There was also a complaint that cars parked in this area were
blocking the view of drivers leaving Rushyford Court.”
4.16 DCC Response:
• It is acknowledged that the current arrangement of vehicles waiting
on this junction obstructs the view of approaching vehicles. We have
worked closely with Durham County Council’s Public Transport team
to relocate the existing bus stop further southwest on Sutton Street
to safely accommodate the space needed to provide parking
provision.
• It is expected the proposed parking bays will limit the need for
vehicles to wait idle on existing restrictions with the ignition on and a
live power supply to headlights. However, the relocation of parking
provision further away from the immediate junction will reduce any
light pollution from vehicles for the benefit of Parkside Residents.
• Tracking software has been used to plot vehicle movements around
the proposed layout to determine vehicles will still be able to safely
approach the junction with satisfactory visibility.
• To satisfy comments raised by Durham Constabulary, the give way
sign associated with this junction will be raised to ensure clear
visibility over any anticipated parked vehicles. Following this
agreement, Durham Constabulary fully support the proposals.
4.17 See appendix 4 for full details of the objection(s).
5

Conclusion

5.1

Having considered the evidence of obstructive and inconsiderate parking
and the objections to the proposals, Officers remain of the view that it is
necessary to introduce the proposals in order to address the identified
highway safety issues. Accordingly, it is recommended that Members
agree in principle to endorse the proposal to proceed with the
implementation of the Durham City (southwest) Parking & Waiting
Restrictions, Traffic Regulation Amendment Order 2022 with the final
decision to be made by the Corporate Director under delegated powers.

6

Background papers

6.1

Correspondence and documentation in Traffic Office File:

L:\TRAFPROJ\06 REGULATION DESIGN &
IMPLEMENTATION\Settlement\Barnard Castle\Traffic Regulation Orders
(Parking Restrictions)\2021 July

Author(s)
[Ewan Brown]

Tel: 03000 263953

[Lee Mowbray]

Tel: 03000 263693

[Kieron Moralee]

Tel: 03000 263368

[Dave Lewin]

Tel: 03000 263582

Appendix 1: Implications
Legal Implications
All orders have been advertised by the County Council as highway authority
and will be made in accordance with legislative requirements.

Finance
LTP Budget.

Consultation
Is in accordance with SI:2489.

Equality and Diversity / Public Sector Equality Duty
It is considered that there are no Equality and Diversity issues to be addressed.

Climate Change
This TRO will allow for effective management of traffic to reduce congestion,
reducing the overall amount of CO2 emissions.

Human Rights
Any interference with human rights is considered to be necessary in accordance
with the law and proportionate in order to address highway safety issues.

Crime and Disorder
This TRO will allow effective management of traffic to reduce congestion and
improve road safety.

Staffing
Carried out by Strategic Traffic.

Accommodation
No impact.

Risk
Not Applicable.

Procurement
Operations, DCC.

Appendix 2: Location of Proposals

Location 2: Sutton Street

Location 1: Briardene

Appendix 3: Request History
Location 1 – Briardene:
From: Cllr Elizabeth Scott <Elizabeth.Scott@durham.gov.uk>
Sent: 13 October 2021 14:34
To: Lee Mowbray <lee.mowbray@durham.gov.uk>; Kieron Moralee
<Kieron.Moralee@durham.gov.uk>; Peter Broxton
<peter.broxton@durham.gov.uk>; Dave Wafer <dave.wafer@durham.gov.uk>
Cc: Cllr Liz Brown <Liz.Brown@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: FW: Parking in Briardene (The Frustration Grows)
Hi all
I am receiving almost daily emails on this matter from several different
residents. They are not an organised group and are severely cheesed off at
the extent of the disruption to their lives, quite rightly so in my view. I have
copied all four of you here as I have spoken to Dave Wafer about splitting the
zone so that this small part of the city which is still in the hands of private
residents can be protected.
Please could one of you take a look at this option asap.
Thank you
Elizabeth
From: Peter Broxton <peter.broxton@durham.gov.uk>
Sent: 13 October 2021 15:58
To: Cllr Elizabeth Scott <Elizabeth.Scott@durham.gov.uk>; Lee Mowbray
<lee.mowbray@durham.gov.uk>; Kieron Moralee
<Kieron.Moralee@durham.gov.uk>; Dave Wafer
<dave.wafer@durham.gov.uk>
Cc: Cllr Liz Brown <Liz.Brown@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: FW: Parking in Briardene (The Frustration Grows)
Hello Councillor Scott,
I have just had a discussion with Lee and Kieron regarding your email. Kieron
is going to look into this straight away and speak with the parking shop. He
said that he will provide you will a response as soon as possible in relation to
the permit area concerns from residents.
As your aware I am looking into changes to the Traffic Regulation Order in
your ward, I will be sending you an email shortly with the proposals, which

include Briardene for double yellow lines in the turning heads and a small
extension on the entrance as requested by residents.
If you have any further questions or concerns please don’t hesitate to contact
myself, Lee or Kieron.
Many Thanks,
Peter Broxton

From: johnbillinge <johnbillinge@btinternet.com>
Sent: 15 November 2021 14:40
To: Traffic Consultations <TrafficConsultations@durham.gov.uk>
Cc:
Subject: Consultation response
Hello again, Peter.
Thank you for your time this morning; I found the information you gave me
most useful.
I have enquired further about the none-receipt of consultation letters on the
upper terrace and others are saying they have nothing.
The safest course of action would be to send letters to nos. 30-35 inclusive,
Briardene, so all residents can take part in the exercise.
I am very much in favour of the scheme as it presents a much needed
improvement to the parking issues we have on Briardene.
However, I would like to see further extensions to the proposed yellow lines.
Outside no.10, the lines need to be extended by 3 metres to obviate the need
to drive into the estate on the wrong hand side of the road.
Also, from the turning circle, the lines need to be extended to the parking bay
to allow unobstructed access to the drive for residents, family and visitors.
At the moment, cars, often belonging to students, are parked on a daily basis,
left for days on end, immediately opposite our houses. Briardene residents
rarely park on the street
I have liaised with the University on this issue over a number of months as
students are too much in evidence on our estate and agreed a joint statement
to be issued to students who park inconsiderately here. Briardene is unique in
Durham City in that there are no student lets here thanks to the covenant we
have with the Dean and Chapter.
Of course, the ideal solution to all our parking issues would be to declare
Briardene a resident only zone, and given there are no fewer than 15 other
streets with parking rights here, you can understand how this would get
unanimous approval from us!
Thank you for the consultation exercise,
John

Appendix 4: Objection Details
Location 1 – Briardene:

From: Peter A. Smith <peter975smith@btinternet.com>
Sent: 07 December 2021 17:09
To: Traffic Consultations <TrafficConsultations@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: Proposed Traffic Scheme for Briardene, Durham
“For the Attention of Peter Broxton Esq.
Dear Sir
I own and reside at 28 Briardene, Durham, a property that would be affected
by the proposed traffic scheme.
I was advised of your amended proposals by your letter, and accompanying
plan, dated 17th November 2021 (though it was received several days
thereafter) and invited to respond by 8th December. I have completed and
posted back the card, indicating that I am opposed to the scheme on the basis
that it is unnecessary if the correct legal position in relation to the road
Briardene is followed. I further commented that Briardene ought to be its own
parking zone and additionally no-one else should be permitted to park in
Briardene save with the consent of the residents.
The problem that has been highlighted to your Council a while ago by the
chairmen of the two residents’ associations (Upper Briardene which covers 11
to 28 Briardene and Lower Briardene which covers 1 to 10 and the houses in
Briardene accessed via Summerville) was the parking in the areas of the culde-sacs meant to be for vehicles to turn. In fact, as I understand it, the
vehicles that park in the turning area in lower Briardene do not belong to
residents of Briardene but to persons living elsewhere.
A number of vehicles are regularly parked in Briardene by non-residents.
Officers of your Council visited the area and noted other problems: parked
vehicles obstructed sight lines and obstructed the road for others, causing
access issues.
You have had a trial run of double yellow lines in certain areas of Briardene
but in my opinion they have not solved the problems. Whenever I walk along
lower Briardene I notice vehicles parked in the turning area at the end and I
believe they are not residents’ cars.
My next-door neighbours have seen a non-resident’s car park on the double
yellow lines and the driver gather fallen leaves from the grass verges nearby
in order to cover the yellow lines, so that the car might appear to be lawfully
parked.

When I turn into Briardene from Margery Lane to drive to my home, on
occasion my car has nearly been struck by cars coming down from the top
end of upper Briardene and cutting the corner outside number 11.
On occasion when driving out of Briardene, cars coming in from Margery Lane
heading for lower Briardene just cut in front of me as if they had precedence.
I regularly notice cars travelling southbound on Margery Lane cutting the
corner as they turn into Briardene, endangering any traffic that might be
waiting to exit Briardene.
I also notice cars exiting Briardene onto Margery Lane failing to keep to the
left of the road, causing problems for traffic turning in.
Lastly, traffic on Margery Lane regularly stops on the Keep Clear signs
painted on the road at the junction with Briardene, blocking entry and exit.
None of these problems have been or ever will be solved by double yellow
lines. The solution to most of them would be to put white line road markings
on Briardene, especially the exit onto Margery Lane and decide on the issue
of precedence where Briardene forks into “lower” and “upper” Briardene.
Better driving habits are unfortunately beyond your control.
The matters I have mentioned so far are really minor issues, as the main one
in my view is of Briardene being its own separate parking zone.
The correspondence I have seen from the chairmen of the two Residents
Associations and from your Council all seem to be drawn on the premise that
the road belongs to the Council and it has the power to make decisions
regarding who may use it but that is not the case.
I have copies of the HM Land Registry property register at home, as well as
the original conveyance (dated 16th February 1979) made by the Dean and
Chapter of the Cathedral with the consent of the Church Commissioners to the
first purchasers of my house. The plot conveyed includes the footpath, steps
and garden ground at the side of the house as well as the footpath and half
the road at the front of the plot.
I enclose a copy of the plan from the conveyance. The plot is the land defined
by the red border. The area coloured brown is subject to rights of others to
pass and repass with or without vehicles but as to such brown land that is a
footpath the right is to pass etc on foot only.
I am sure that my neighbours will own half the road fronting their respective
houses. The plan I refer to seems to show such an area marked for each plot
depicted. Each purchaser was given the right to use the roads and footpaths
on the Briardene estate.

A right to pass and repass with vehicles does include the right to stop ancillary
to the journey being made – e.g. to set down and pick up passengers, stop to
make deliveries or collections – but not to park up long-term.
Vehicles belonging to persons not resident in Briardene have no right to park
in our street save as mentioned above.
I would further say that your Council has no right to grant any such person (i.e.
a non-resident) such a right to park and, given that your Council should not be
encouraging people to commit breaches of the law, either in relation to
criminal acts as well as committing civil wrongs or condoning such, the
present parking scheme arrangements are wrong.
The signs at the entrance to Briardene should limit entry to residents and
authorised vehicles only and that restriction should apply at all times. The
restriction of “Permit Holders Only. Mon - Sat 8am - 6pm” actually permits
non-residents to park outside the restricted timespan and, as I mentioned
above, the Council does not have the right to grant anyone such rights.
In my view it follows from this that Briardene must be made its own parking
zone area so as to protect and give effect to the rights of the residents.
I imagine that you will need to consult with your Property and Estates
Department to confirm you do not own the road Briardene and with your
Council Solicitor as to your legal obligations in this matter.
Were our positions to be reversed, if I told persons unable to find a parking
place to park in any private Council carpark, you would tell me to desist
immediately. If that is so, does that not inform you what you should do here?
I await hearing from you once you have considered your position.
Yours truly
Peter A Smith.”

From: Traffic Consultations <TrafficConsultations@durham.gov.uk>
Sent: 12 January 2022 16:20
To: Peter A. Smith <peter975smith@btinternet.com>
Subject: Proposed Traffic Scheme for Briardene, Durham
“Hello Mr Smith,
Apologies about the delay on my response. I have been waiting on
confirmation on some of the points you raised in your email.
Firstly thanks for the email and comments objecting to the proposals, I have
these on record and once the final consultation stage has concluded the
scheme will be taken to the next available Highways Committee which is
expected to be in April 22, this is where a panel of elected members will
consider all objections and make a decision in principle if the proposals go
ahead or not. You will be invited to attend, with your objection included in the
report. You will also have an opportunity to speak (5mins) if you so wish. I will
arrange for all future correspondence relating to the time/date of the
committee to sent to your postal address.
The controlled parking zone (CPZ) has been in place since 2000, as a method
of balancing the demand of businesses, residents, visitors and tourists. The
city centre was split into individual residential zones that considered property
type and available road space, in an effort to ensure residents could parking
within a short distance of their home. Residents of Summerville and Brierville
can currently park on Briardene, as you are aware, but if we amend the zones,
we risk disrupting the balance and creating parking problems elsewhere in the
vicinity. Brierville, Summerville and the surrounding streets will suddenly be
beyond capacity, creating major issues for those residents.
I do understand it’s frustrating at times with numbers of vehicles parking in a
residential area, however if a vehicle is taxed, MOT’d, insured, abiding by the
restrictions in the location and not causing an obstruction then they have the
right to park on the adopted highway. If a vehicle is in contravention of
restrictions, the road user could be subjected to a penalty charge notice
issued by Durham County Council, alternatively if a vehicle is causing
obstruction offenses of the carriageway, footway or access, then this should
be reported to Durham Constabulary on their non-emergency number 101 as
they have the enforcement powers for these such offenses.
With regards to the land registry document you provided, this shows that the
property owner of 28 Briardene and other properties in the area are the
current land owners shown within the deed packet, however the footways and
carriageways were adopted by Durham County Council in 1982 and the
highway rights supersede those of the land owner. The attached document

shows the areas of footway and carriageway with highway rights of Durham
County Council marked in red.
Kind Regards,
Peter Broxton

From: Matt Robinson <marobins23@gmail.com>
Sent: 24 March 2022 22:38
To: Highways Orders <Highways.Orders@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: Ref: 32708 - Parking Restrictions on Briardene
Dear Highway Orders team,
I've been made aware that there is a proposed amendment under a Parking
Regulation Order (ref 32708) which would introduce additional double yellow
lines on the Briardene road. I would like to voice my objections to this
proposal.
While I understand the desire to prevent parking on residential roads,
Briardene is part of parking Zone J and many houses, my current residence
included, do not have parking adjacent or as part of their property, for example
parts of Nevilledale and Brierville. During university term time, the number of
cars outnumbers the parking spaces available within Zone J and the removal
of parking space in Briardene would increase the parking issues on
Summerville and other areas of Zone J, making accessing my residence
particularly difficult.
I would welcome proposals that look to limit the numbers of cars within the
city, through improved public transport and encouraging cycling or other
methods of transports, but as it stands I do not believe the removal of parking
on Briardene would be beneficial for the residents within Zone J.
Many thanks,
Matthew Robinson
1 Brierville
Durham
DH1 4QE

From: JUDI WEBB <judi.webb1@btinternet.com>
Sent: 24 March 2022 14:48
To: Highways Orders <Highways.Orders@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: Parking restrictions Ref: 32708
Ref: 32708
Dear Sir,
I have just become aware that further parking restrictions have been proposed
for Briardene and I object to these proposals.
These restrictions will affect all of us in Zone J, not just the Briardene
residents, and unlike the Briardene houses, many of us do not have parking
on or near our properties, we rely on street parking.
Double yellow lines in Briardene will not address the real problem - i.e. during
university term time there are too many cars and insufficient parking places
due to the excessive number of HMOs in the area. The parking issues are
crucial as there are serious issues with access for emergency vehicles and for
rubbish collection. Until this central issue is addressed all that will happen is
that the parking problems will be exacerbated on other streets.
Yours faithfully,
Judith Webb
2 Brierville
DH1 4QE

From: EDGE, ALASTAIR C. <alastair.edge@durham.ac.uk>
Sent: 24 March 2022 18:58
To: Highways Orders <Highways.Orders@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: Parking restrictions on Briardene ref 32708
Hi,
As a resident in Beechcrest and in the parking zone J, the
proposed decrease in the on road parking in Briardene would
significantly impact me.
Firstly, the lane up to Beechcrest going up Summerville
and the back of Nevilledale Terrace and Brierville is frequently
unusable in Winter so Briardene is often the only parking available in
zone J. Limiting the spaces available will make it much harder to
make use of the car at these points.
Secondly, the large majority of residents on Summerville,
Nevilledale Terrace, Brierville and Beechcrest have no private
parking and rely on very limited on street spaces. During university
term time this makes it very difficult to park and the alternative of
parking on Briardene is the only practical alternative.
I would like to formally object to the proposal to permanently
restrict the parking on Briardene unless some way to increase the
parking provision elsewhere in Zone J can be found.
Alastair Edge
4 Beechcrest, Durham, DH1 4QF

From: Maeve BT <maeve.sherlock@btinternet.com>
Sent: 24 March 2022 18:29
To: Highways Orders <Highways.Orders@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: Parking Regulation Order ref 32708
Dear Sir or Madam
I write to register an objection to plans to restrict parking in Briardene, DH1 by
introducing more double yellow lines. (Parking Regulation Order ref 32708). I
live on Brierville and am currently able to park on Briardene which I do when
there is no space on Summerville. My house does not have a parking space
or garage and when I bought it in 2012, I did so having checked that there was
sufficient on-street parking available. This has already been reduced on
Summerville and if it is reduced further on Brierville will make our situation
very difficult indeed. Since the number of students living in Summerville and
Nevilledale has grown, parking is already very difficult during term times.
Limiting it further could leave us with nowhere at all to park. I am told there
was a consultation on this scheme but we received no notification of it in
Brierville even though it affects us directly. I urge you to reconsider this
scheme. Many of us depend on cars and it is unreasonable to reduce the
limited parking still further.
Yours sincerely
Maeve Sherlock
5 Brierville
DH1 4QE

From: Ann Stokes <amstokes@suleskerry.org.uk>
Sent: 24 March 2022 12:13
To: Highways Orders <Highways.Orders@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: Parking restrictions Briardene Ref 32708
I have become aware that there is a proposed amendment under a Parking
Regulation Order (ref 32708) to introduce more double yellow lines to
Briardene.
Briardene is part of Parking Zone J. This zone has many houses that do not
have parking adjacent to their properties, eg nos 1-11 Nevilledale. Zone J is
quite small and in University term time the number of cars greatly
outnumbers the number of spaces, making parking very problematic. The
removal of space in Briardene would only exacerbate problems for the Permit
holders of zone J. It is difficult enough already to find a space to park, even in
the ancillary zone.
I wish therefore to object strongly to the proposed extension of yellow lines in
Briardene.
Ann Stokes, 8 Nevilledale Terrace

From: Marilyn Over <marilynjover@gmail.com>
Sent: 24 March 2022 17:38
To: Highways Orders <Highways.Orders@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: Parking restrictions in Briardene re 32708: objection
Dear Highways Department,
I have just heard from a neighbour about the plan to introduce more yellow
lines in Briairdene, which is part of zone J.
In university term time, the number of cars in Back Nevilledale (also part of
zone J) considerably outnumbers parking spaces.
The loss of parking spaces in Briardene would considerably add to the
problem. A solution may be to limit the number of cars rather than reduce
parking spaces.
Regards,
Marilyn Over (9 Brierville DH1 4QE)

From: L ROWLEY <lrowley963@btinternet.com>
Sent: 24 March 2022 15:20
To: Highways Orders <Highways.Orders@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: Parking Restrictions. Briardene Ref 32708
I am aware that there is a proposed amendment under a Parking Regulation
Order (Ref 32708) to introduce more double yellow
lines to Briardene.
Briardene is part of parking zone J.
In zone J many houses do not have parking adjacent to their property eg. 1-11
Nevilledale Terrace DH1 4QG.
In University term time the number of cars outnumbers the number of parking
spaces.
Removal of spaces in Briardene would exacerbate problems for the rest of the
zone.
Solution------reduce the number of cars NOT the number of parking spaces.
Lesley Rowley, 9, Nevilledale Terrace. DH1 4QG

From: Donna Grant <grantdna@hotmail.com>
Sent: 24 March 2022 21:00
To: Highways Orders <Highways.Orders@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: parking restrictions, Briardene Ref: 32708
To whom it may concern,
I'm aware of the proposed amendment under a Parking Regulation Order
(Ref: 32708) to introduce more double yellow lines to Briardene.
Briardene is part of parking Zone J, where I have lived for over 30 years at No.
10 Nevilledale Terrace. Many houses in Zone J have no adjacent parking e.g.
1 - 11 Nevilledale Terrace. During University term time, parking is very difficult
as the number of cars far exceeds the limited parking spaces. Removal of
spaces in Briardene would further impact on problems for the rest of zone J
and I strongly object to this proposal. Houses in Briardene all have garages
and drives so parking should not be problematic for them. At times, I have had
to resort to parking in Briardene as there are no other options. As an older
permanent resident, I object to having to park far away from my house e.g.
The Avenue because I have no alternative. This proposal would create a
'knock-on' effect that would cause problems elsewhere. Moreover, Residents
in Briardene have already been successful in having double yellow lines
painted between their driveways that open onto Back Nevilledale. Owners of
small cars can therefore no longer use these areas to park.
This proposal would punish residents of Nevilledale Terrace, Summerville and
Brierville, many of whom are elderly. What I would like to see is reduction of
student cars in the city. This would make more sense than setting a precedent
that favours one area of a parking zone as being somehow exclusive.
Yours sincerely
Donna Grant

From: Dinah Bennett <dinah@consult-ice.com>
Sent: 24 March 2022 17:34
To: Highways Orders <Highways.Orders@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: Parking Restrictions Briardene Ref 32708
I have only just been made aware that there is a proposed amendment under
Parking regulations Order ( above ref 32708) to introduce additional double
yellow lines to Briardene.
Briardene is part of Parking Zone J where many houses, including my own, do
not have parking adjacent to their property.
In term time, cars outnumber parking spaces and removal of spaces in
Briardene exacerbates the problem in this zone. The solution is to reduce the
number of cars, NOT the number of spaces.
Kind regards

Dinah Bennett
11, Nevilledale Terrace
Durham Dh1 4QG

From: Sarah Wilkinson <sarah.wilkinson444@gmail.com>
Sent: 24 March 2022 12:52
To: Highways Orders <Highways.Orders@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: Parking restrictions Briardene ref 32708
Dear Sir/Madam,
I wish to object to the proposed amendment under a Parking Regulation Order
{ref 32708} to introduce more double yellow lines to Briardene.
Double yellow lines were introduced into Briardene a few years ago, which
effectively cut down on street parking spaces for holders of residents' permits
in zone J. To extend the lines, as per the current proposals, will only
exacerbate the parking problem for those permit holders.
Parking space is at a premium in zone J as many of the houses do not have
space to park a car adjacent to their property eg.1-11 Nevilledale Terrace.
There is no parking problem outside of University term time, but for over half
the year the number of cars outnumbers spaces.
The priority needs to be to reduce the number of cars and not the number of
spaces.
Yours faithfully,
Sarah Wilkinson
(18 Nevilledale Terrace(

From: Morag Crichton <nevilledale26@gmail.com>
Sent: 24 March 2022 20:12
To: Highways Orders <Highways.Orders@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: Ref.32708 Parking restrictions - Briardene, Durham City
Dear Sir,
I am at a loss to understand the reason for the proposed amendment to
introduce more double yellow lines in Briardene.
Every property in Briardene has a garage and a driveway large enough for
one or two cars. (Hence the residents would not be required to purchase
Residents Parking Permits)
The remainder of the residents within Parking Zone ‘J’ are extremely short of
places to park - despite having bought the required permits.
(I am aware that such permits do not guarantee a parking place)
Very few houses in Nevilledale Terrace have a garage, while those in
Summerville and Palatine View have none. These later two streets are
adjacent to Briardene so it would be reasonable for occupants with cars to use
the extra road space in Briardene for parking.
The roads in Briardene are considerably wider that in any other street in Zone
‘J’ so parked cars would present very little in the way of obstruction that
occurs in Nevilledale Terrace - frequently prohibiting refuse collection vehicles
accessing the top of the street.
Similarly, there seems little reason for a ‘turning circle’ - such an area would
provide more parking space.
There is pedestrian access between Briardene and Nevilledale Terrace using a flight of steps which suggests an already established link.
Allowing parking in Briardene does not by any means solve the parking
problem in the city - fewer cars would be more influential- perhaps the
University could be approached to this end.
Meanwhile may I suggest that more cooperation and consideration amongst
residents would be more beneficial than more double yellow lines.
Yours sincerely, Morag K Crichton.

From: Paul Davies <paul.davies@md2.org.uk>
Sent: 25 March 2022 08:18
To: Highways Orders <Highways.Orders@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: NEVILLEDALE TERRACE
Dear Sirs
We are aware that there is an intention to introduce further double yellow lines
to the area around Briardene and we would like to object.
Back Nevilledale Terrace is already limited in parking space for the residents.
This is an area where parking space are rare and directly linked to the amenity
of the residents and the value of the property.
We understand there is a stark difference out of term time when spaces
appear available but once again you are penalising the locals in the city
centre.
Regards
Paul Davies
36 Nevilledale Terrace

From: BALDWIN, ANDREW W.A. <w.a.baldwin@durham.ac.uk>
Sent: 24 March 2022 19:14
To: Highways Orders <Highways.Orders@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: reference number 32708 Briardene double yellow line request
To whom it may concern,
I am writing to register my objection to the request put forward by residents of
the Briardene estate under reference number 32708 to increase double yellow
line coverage on Briardene. I gather this measure is proposeed to limit parking
on Briardene.
The concern these residents have is understandable but simply increasing the
number of double-yellow lines on Briardene is not going to solve the
underlying problem and will actually have a detrimental effect on what is
already a rather constrained area for car parking.
Let me set out the issues as I see them before offering some constructive
solutions to the problem.
1. First, the underlying issue here relates to student housing on
Nevilledale Terrance and the increase in the number of student
automobiles. The wider issue here concerns the demands that
increasing student numbers are placing on the overall city infrastructure.
This is a direct consequence of the removal of the student quota system
in the UK HE sector, the increase in student tuition in 2012, and the
related marketisation of higher education in the UK. But it is also related
to the fact that for the last two years the university has increased
student intake because of covid.
2. Second, increasing the coverage of double yellow lines on Briardene
will only displace the parking problem to some other area in the
immediate vicinity of Briardene, for example, on Margerie Lane and on
The Avenue which itself is probably experiencing the same problem that
the Nevilledale/Briardene area is experiencing. Increasing doubleyellow line coverage on Briardene will also cause enormous problems
for year-round, and owner-occupier residents in the surrounding area
(eg those on Brierville, Beechcrest and Nevilledale) who often use
Briardene as overflow parking during snowfalls and ice storms.
3. The solution in my view should therefore focus less on installing more
double-yellow lines as this will only displace the problem and should
instead prioritise reducing automobile use in Durham City, especially
automobile use by students. Further, where possible, tax-paying
residents should be given priority for parking.
4. One practical solution the council could take is to limit the number of
parking permits issued to renter to one car per household. If households

require more than one car in Durham, then in the case of Durham
students, they should be encouraged to park on university premises, for
example, in college parking areas such as those close to Josephine
Butler College and Stephenson College. It is not at all unreasonable for
the university to be part of the solution to this issue given that the
increase in students numbers is the underlying issue.
5. Finally, I am of the view that students should pay council tax given the
demands they place on city infrastructure, such as parking. I understand
this poses an additional financial burden on students but given that
students are now paying £9250 per annum to attend university it is not
unreasonable for each household to find an extra £125 to cover monthly
council tax.
Thank you for taking time to hear my concerns. Durham is a wonderful place
to live. This is in large part due to the mixed housing situation in Durham.
However, it is important that owner-occupier residents be given some
measure of priority over parking otherwise the remaining owner-occupied
homes in the area will convert to student rental accommodation which can
only have a negative detrimental effect on the liveability of Durham for anyone
who is not a student.
Yours sincerely,
Andrew

From: Mark W <mark.a.walton@gmail.com>
Sent: 24 March 2022 18:44
To: Highways Orders <Highways.Orders@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: Parking Restrictions - Briardene Durham City ref 32708
It has come to my attention that there is a proposal to introduce double yellow
lines to Briardene, which is part of parking zone J.
As a resident of Nevilledale Terrace [also parking zone J] this will have a huge
impact on parking and access to the rear of my property.
As well as sharing the few parking spaces to the rear of my property with the
residents of Nevilledale, I also share them with Palatine View and on occasion
with the residents of Summerville, both of which have become almost entirely
populated by students. And as a result during term time the number of cars far
outnumbers the parking spaces available and the removal of spaces in
Briardene will hugely exacerbate the problem.
The solution to this problem lies in reducing the number of cars not the
number of parking spaces
Regards, Mark Walton

From: Zoe Hudson <zoe@densen.co.uk>
Sent: 24 March 2022 18:44
To: Highways Orders <Highways.Orders@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: Briardean parking
RE parking restrictions 32708.
I wish to voice a complaint over the proposed plans to add more double yellow
parking restrictions to Briardean. I have heard there was a consultation in
November, but we were not made aware of this.
Parking is very difficult in this area and placing more yellow lines in Briardean,
will cause problems in neighbouring areas, such as Nevilledale, Brierville and
Beachcrest. There are no problems that I have seen in Briardean and there
are often spaces to park safely for residents. The only problems I have
encountered, has been with one resident who was rather unfairly territorial
about the areas at the end of the street in which he lived (areas clearly
allocated for parking). The parking conversely, on Nevilledale is extremely
busy most of the time, making it sometimes difficult for larger vehicles to pass.
This has caused rubbish collection difficulties and also difficulties for deliveries
to our houses in Brierville, which is where I live. Restricting parking in
Briardean will cause even more people to squeeze their cars into spaces that
are too narrow and also they park anti socially in front of peoples garages. I
think this would get even worse if more parking restrictions are given to area
that does not need them.
Zoe

From: Joan Adams <joanadams261@btinternet.com>
Date: 24 March 2022 at 11:58:18 GMT
To: highways.orders@durham.gov.uk
Subject: Parking restrictions Briardene ref 32708

Re: Briardene parking restrictions ref 32708
I am aware that there is a proposed amendment under a Parking
Regulation Order, ref 32708, to introduce more double yellow lines to
Briardene.
I am writing to object. (I am a resident on Nevilledale Terrace).
Briardene is part of parking zone J, and dozens of houses in this zone
do not have parking adjacent to or designated for their property.
Palatine View is one such street.
In University term times, the number of cars far outstrips that of parking
spaces.
Removal of available street parking in Briardene will impact negatively
on the rest of zone J.
A better solution would be Durham and the University committing more
vigorously to the Net Zero and environmental objectives of the City of
Culture bid and those of the People and Planet’s university
sustainability league. They could do this by addressing the number of
cars in the City, and brought in by students, rather than adding double
yellow lines to roads.
Yours faithfully,
J. Adams.

Location 2 – Sutton Street

From: Cllr Liz Brown <Liz.Brown@durham.gov.uk>
Sent: 20 October 2021 11:35
To: Peter Broxton <peter.broxton@durham.gov.uk>; Cllr Elizabeth Scott
<Elizabeth.Scott@durham.gov.uk>; Cllr John Shuttleworth
<jshuttleworth@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: Re: Addition: Proposed Traffic Regulation Order - Durham South
West
“Dear all, I’m afraid I must come out against this proposal. I organised bollards
to be put on this part of the road a couple of years ago as residents of
Parkside were being disturbed by headlights shining into their windows.
There was also a complaint that cars parked in this area were blocking the
view of drivers leaving Rushford Court. Best wishes. Cllr Liz Brown”

From: Peter Broxton <peter.broxton@durham.gov.uk>
Sent: 20 October 2021 13:33
To: Cllr Liz Brown <Liz.Brown@durham.gov.uk>; Cllr Elizabeth Scott
<Elizabeth.Scott@durham.gov.uk>; Cllr John Shuttleworth
<jshuttleworth@durham.gov.uk>
Subject: Re: Addition: Proposed Traffic Regulation Order - Durham South
West
“Hello Councillor Brown,
I agree that the issues in the past with vehicles parking up causing a
nuisance, which we were informed were Uber and Taxis in the late hours
waiting for passengers etc.
The proposals that have been sent are to improve the parking availability for
residents and visitors to the area. This should not impact on residents of
Parkside as the vehicles will be parking, rather than waiting with their lights on
and engines running. We have conducted visibility surveys and have used
vehicle tracking software to ensure the visibility splays are satisfactory and
that large vehicles can complete the manoeuvres safely. The bus stop
marking are being slightly amended approx. 5m southwest to ensure we have
enough sufficient clearance for buses and vehicles.
With the parking bays and bollards in place, its expected that no further
obstructive parking near the junction, or with vehicles running and shinning
lights which affect Parkside residents.
If you would like to discuss further I am happy to give you a call. I am out on
site this afternoon but will be available tomorrow if that suits?”

