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Cabinet Member for City Services 
 

Time and Date 
2.30 pm on Wednesday, 11th June, 2025 
 
Place 
Committee Room 3 - Council House, Earl Street, Coventry, CV1 5RR 
 

 

 
 
Public Business 
 
1. Apologies   

 
2. Declarations of Interests   

 
3. Minutes  (Pages 5 - 8) 
 

 (a) To agree the minutes of the meeting held on 9th April 2025 
 
(b) Matters Arising 
 

4. Treherne Road (Prohibition of Left Turn) Order 2025 Objections  (Pages 9 
- 18) 

 

 Report of the Director of City Services and Commercial 
 
Note:  The objectors and supporter have been invited to the meeting for the 
consideration of this item. 
 

5. Parking Restrictions (Variation 13) Order 2025 Objections  (Pages 19 - 28) 
 

 Report of the Director of City Services and Commercial 
 
 

6. Petition 23-24/25 - Jobs Lane Traffic Calming Measures  (Pages 29 - 38) 
 

 Report of the Director of City Services and Commercial  
 
To consider the above petition bearing 68 signatures.  The petition is being 
sponsored by Councillor M Lapsa, a Westwood Ward Councillor, who has 
been invited to the meeting for the consideration of this item along with the 
Petition Organiser. 
 

7. Petition e6/24-25 - Torrington Avenue - Request for Residents Parking 
Scheme  (Pages 39 - 46) 

 

Public Document Pack
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 Report of the Director of City Services and Commercial 
 
To consider the above petition bearing 64 signatures.  The petition has been 
organised Councillor G Lewis, a Westwood Ward Councillor, who has been 
invited to the meeting for the consideration of this item. 
 
 

8. Petition 49/24-25 - Beake Avenue, Radford Road Junction - 
Traffic/Pedestrian Safety  (Pages 47 - 56) 

 

 Report of the Director of City Services and Commercial 
 
To consider the above petition bearing 207 signatures (165 e-signatures and 
42 paper signatures)  The Petition Organiser has been invited to the meeting 
for the consideration of this item. 
 
 

9. Petitions Determined by Letter and Petitions Deferred Pending Further 
Investigations  (Pages 57 - 64) 

 

 Report of the Director of City Services and Commercial 
 

10. Outstanding Issues   
 

 There are no outstanding issues 
 

11. Any other items of Public Business   
 

 Any other items of public business which the Cabinet Member decides to take 
as matters of urgency because of the special circumstances involved 
 

Private Business 
 
Nil 
 
 

Julie Newman, Director of Law and Governance, Council House, Coventry 
 
Tuesday, 3 June 2025 
 
Note: The person to contact about the agenda and documents for this meeting is 
Caroline Taylor / Michelle Salmon, Governance Services Officers, Email: 
caroline.taylor@coventry.gov.uk / michelle.salmon@coventry.gov.uk 
 
 
Membership: Councillors P Hetherton (Cabinet Member) and S Nazir (Deputy Cabinet 
Member)  
 
By invitation: Councillor M Heaven (Shadow Cabinet Member) 
 
Public Access  
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Any member of the public who would like to attend the meeting in person is 
encouraged to contact the officer below in advance of the meeting regarding 
arrangements for public attendance. A guide to attending public meeting can be found 
here: https://www.coventry.gov.uk/publicAttendanceMeetings 
 
 

Caroline Taylor / Michelle Salmon, Governance Services Officers,  
Email: caroline.taylor@coventry.gov.uk / 
michelle.salmon@coventry.gov.uk 
 
 

https://www.coventry.gov.uk/publicAttendanceMeetings
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Coventry City Council 
Minutes of the Meeting of Cabinet Member for City Services held at 2.30pm on 

Wednesday, 9 April 2025 
 

Present:   

Members: Councillor P Hetherton (Cabinet Member) 
Councillor S Nazir (Deputy Cabinet Member) 
Councillor M Heaven (Shadow Cabinet Member) 

  

 
Employees (by Directorate):   

City Services and 
Commercial 
 
Law and Governance 

D Keaney, D O'Neil, R Sekhon, J Seddon 
 
R Parkes, C Taylor 
 

  

Public Business 
 
47. Declarations of Interests  

 
There were no disclosable pecuniary interests. 
 

48. Minutes  
 
The minutes of the meeting held on 22nd January 2025 were agreed and signed as 
a true record.  
 
There were no matters arising. 
 

49. Petition e15/2024-25 - Switch Street Lights Back On  
 
The Cabinet Member for City Services considered a report of the Director of City 
Services and Commercial, which responded to a petition requesting that the 
streetlights be switched back on overnight. 
 
The petition contained 1482 signatures and in accordance with the City Council’s 
procedure for dealing with petitions, those related to road safety and parking 
issues were heard by the Cabinet Member for City Services.  The Cabinet Member 
had considered the petition in advance of the meeting and requested that the 
petition be dealt with by Determination Letter rather than a formal report being 
submitted to the meeting. 
 
On receipt of the Determination Letter, the Petition Organiser advised she wanted 
the issue to be considered at a Cabinet Member for City Services meeting. 
 
The Determination Letter acknowledged that the decision to turn off the streetlights 
in the early hours across the City might concern a number of residents.  It also 
made reference to the fact that the decision was not taken lightly and was a 
response to extreme funding pressures and a drive to reduce the Council’s carbon 
footprint. 
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The part-night street lighting saw the lighting switched off between midnight and 
5:30am on weeknights and between 1:00am and 5:30am at weekends when fewer 
people and cars were on the streets.  Officers had liaised with neighbouring 
authorities that also had a part night switch off and were regularly in touch with the 
Police and Community Safety Team who had not reported any significant issues 
linked to the part night switch off.  Areas adjacent to care homes, sheltered 
accommodation complexes and A&E departments remained in light and this was 
regularly reviewed. 
 
The Petition Sponsor, Councillor S Nazir, and the Petition Organiser spoke in 
support of the petition, highlighting the following: 
 

 Many residents had safety concerns over the part-night light switch-off and 
some residents felt it had curtailed their freedom 

 The part-night light switch-off had been in response to Council’s financial 
restraints 

 There had been no significant increase in crime reported by the part-night 
light switch-off 

 The upgrade to LED lights across the city in the coming months would 
provide an energy efficient solution 

 
Officers advised consultation had been undertaken with all stakeholders and 
concerns from residents taken on board.  Officers had worked with the blue light 
sector in relation to the part-night light switch-off and an upgrade to LED lights 
across the city was planned. Officers also undertook to investigate switching on 
the lights earlier than 5:30am in the short term. 
 
The Cabinet Member for City Services, Councillor P Hetherton, acknowledged 
residents’ concerns regarding their safety in the dark. She advised the LED light 
roll-out across the city was an investment for the future, requiring less 
maintenance than the current lights and explained how the LED lights could be 
dimmed down to 30% but still give out as much light as the current lights.   
 
RESOLVED that the Cabinet Member for City Services: 
 

1) Note the petitioners’ concerns. 
 
2) Further to the actions which had been agreed to be issued by 

determination letter to the petition organisers as detailed in paragraph 
1.10 of the report, officers will investigate switching on the lights from 
5:00am instead of from 5:30am in the short-term prior to the LED lights 
being installed. 

 
50. Petitions Determined by Letter and Petitions Deferred Pending Further 

Investigations  
 
The Cabinet Member for City Services considered a report of the Director of City 
Services in respect of petitions received relating to the portfolio of the Cabinet 
Member for City Services and how officers proposed to respond to them.  
 
In June 2015, amendments to the Petitions Scheme, which forms part of the 
Constitution, were approved in order to provide flexibility and streamline current 
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practice.  This change had reduced costs and bureaucracy and improved the 
service to the public. 
 
These amendments allow for a petition to be dealt with or responded to by letter 
without being formally presented in a report to a Cabinet Member meeting. 
 
In light of this, at the meeting of the Cabinet Member for Public Services on 15 
March 2016, it was approved that a summary of those petitions received which 
were determined by letter, or where decisions are deferred pending further 
investigations, be reported to subsequent meetings of the Cabinet Member for 
Public Services (now amended to Cabinet Member for City Services), where 
appropriate, for monitoring and transparency purposes. 
 
Appendix A set out petitions received relating to the portfolio of the Cabinet 
Member for City Services and how officers propose to respond to them. 
 
Petition 24/24-25 – Westwood Heath Road – Speed Limit and Traffic Calming 
 
Members and officers discussed possible future road safety measures on the 
Westwood Heath Road, taking into account the increase in housing in the vicinity. 
 
The Cabinet Member requested speed data information and that officers 
investigate erecting signage near to the Greek Orthodox Church.  
 
RESOLVED that the Cabinet Member for City Services: 
 
1) Endorse the actions being taken by officers as set out in Section 2 and 

Appendix A to the report in response to the petitions received. 
 

2) Further to Petition 24/24-25 – Westwood Heath Road – Speed Limit and 
Traffic Calming, additional marking to control speed be installed on 
Westwood Heath Road in the vicinity of Westwood Club and the Greek 
Orthodox Church of the Holy Transfiguration, to aid operation.  

 
51. Outstanding Issues  

 
There were no outstanding issues. 
 

52. Any other items of Public Business  
 
There were no other items of public business. 
 
 

(Meeting closed at 3.20 pm)  
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Public report 
Cabinet Member 

 

 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 
Cabinet Member for City Services 11th June 2025 
 
Name of Cabinet Member: 
Cabinet Member for City Services – Councillor P Hetherton 
 
Director approving submission of the report: 
Director of City Services and Commercial 
 
Wards affected: 
Radford and Holbrook 
 
Title: 
Treherne Road – Prohibition of left Turn in from Burnaby Road – Objections Report 
_________________________________________________________________________ 
 

Is this a key decision? 
No 
_________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Executive summary: 
 
Treherne Road runs parallel to Beake Avenue. Both roads have junctions with Burnaby 
Road, Rupert Road, Links Road and Foster Road.  The junction of Beake Avenue/Burnaby 
Road is controlled by traffic signals. Residents have expressed concern that at peak times 
drivers are avoiding the queues that can occur on the westbound approach to the traffic 
lights and proceed southwards along Treherne Road and Rupert Road to access Beake 
Avenue. 
 
Considering both residents' concerns and the data gathered, it was proposed that a no left 
turn restriction be introduced on Burnaby Road to prevent traffic turning into Treherne 
Road. Such a restriction addressed the predominate concern over through traffic and 
requires all traffic, including residents, to go up to the signals and turn left. 
 
Objections were received and in accordance with the City Council’s procedure for dealing 
with objections to proposed TROs the matter is being reported to the Cabinet Member for 
City Services for a decision on how to proceed. 
 
Recommendations: 
 
Cabinet Member for City Services is recommended to: 
 
1) Uphold the objections and abandon the proposal to ban the left turn. 
2) Support the proposal to install a permanent variable message sign on Treherne Road 

to aid driver compliance with the existing 30mph speed limit. 
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List of Appendices included: 
 
Appendix 1 – Location Plan 
 
Background papers: 
 
None 
 
Other useful documents 
 
None 
 
Has it or will it be considered by Scrutiny? 
 
No 
 
Has it or will it be considered by any other Council Committee, Advisory Panel or 
other body? 
 
No 
 
Will this report go to Council? 
 
No 
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Report title: Treherne Road – Prohibition of left Turn in from Burnaby Road – Objections 
Report 
 
1. Context (or background) 
 
1.1. Treherne Road runs parallel to Beake Avenue. Both roads have junctions with 

Burnaby Road, Rupert Road, Links Road and Foster Road. The junction of Beake 
Avenue/Burnaby is controlled by traffic signals. Residents have expressed concern 
that at peak times drivers are avoiding the queues that can occur on the westbound 
approach to the traffic lights and proceed southwards along Treherne Road and 
Rupert Road to access Beake Avenue. 
 

1.2. Residents contacted Ward Members in August 2024 concerned at the amount of 
traffic using the northern section of Treherne Road (Burnaby Road to Rupert Road) 
and requested measures to reduce short cutting and address their road safety 
concerns. These measures included suggestions such as a 20mph speed limit, one 
way traffic order and closure of one end of Rupert Road. 
 

1.3. A traffic survey was commissioned which indicated that there was a high level of 
through traffic turning left from Burnaby Road onto Treherne Road and then onto 
Rupert Road. The traffic survey also provided a breakdown on average and 85th 
percentile speeds for the road. The data confirmed that speeds are in line with that 
expected of a residential road of this type, with average speeds of 22.5mph and 85th 
percentile speeds of 28mph. The road safety record for the road is also good, with 
only a single injury collision occurring in the last 3 years. This was when a car on the 
road (below Rupert Road, and therefore potentially not a driver cutting through) 
collided with a parked vehicle.  

 
2. Options considered and recommended proposal 
 
2.1. The good safety record for the road, (one single injury collision in the past three years) 

and the speed data would not support the prioritisation of this road for an intervention 
that would involve traffic calming, or a corresponding reduction in the speed limit to 
20mph at the current time. 
 

2.2. Closing Rupert Road to through traffic would require a Traffic Regulation Order (TRO) 
and supporting civil engineering works to prevent access. Residents and traffic 
associated with Radford and Holbrooks Methodist Church Hall would not be able to 
access both ends, which would increase turning movements either into and out of 
Beake Avenue or Treherne Road. The closure of Rupert Road is also likely to 
increase the volume of traffic on the southern section of Treherne Road and place 
additional pressure on the junction of Links Road. 
 

2.3. Introducing a one-way order uphill (towards Burnaby Road) would significantly impact 
residents who would only be able to exit the northern section via Burnaby Road. The 
introduction of a one-way system can also result in increased driver speeds as traffic 
is not opposed by oncoming traffic. As a result, whilst overall traffic volumes may 
reduce, peak speeds could also increase, increasing the risk and severity of a collision 
should it occur.  
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2.4. Considering both residents' concerns and the data gathered it was proposed that a no 
left turn restriction be introduced on Burnaby Road to prevent traffic turning into 
Treherne Road. Such a restriction addressed the predominate concern over through 
traffic, requiring all traffic, including residents, to go up to the signals and turn left.  

 
2.5. Residents wishing to access Treherne Road would be able to use Catesby Road and 

Rollason Road to access Treherne Road when approaching from the east and avoid 
the signals. 
 

2.6. A vehicle activated sign to highlight to drivers their speed and encourage improved 
compliance with the speed limit was also proposed and was intended to help mitigate 
some of the concerns of residents regarding the speed of through traffic. 
 

2.7. The proposal to introduce a no left turn restriction and install a vehicle actuated sign 
(as set out in section 2.4 and 2.6 above), were considered an appropriate and 
proportionate response to the matters that had been raised mindful of the supporting 
available data, road layout, available funding to bring forward a scheme and likely 
impact on residents of the alternative measures requested. 

 
3. Results of consultation undertaken 
 
3.1. Ward Members and statutory consultees received notification of the proposals, which 

were advertised in the Coventry Telegraph and with notices posted on site from 13th 
February to 6th March 2025. 
 

3.2. In response to the site notice there were 8 objections received and one expression of 
support for the proposals. In subsequent correspondence one of the objections has 
been withdrawn. 
 

3.3. Several of the objectors raised similar grounds for objecting to the proposal. These are 
summarised below. 
 

Objection No of 
objections 

Speed humps/traffic calming a better solution 4 

Proposal is the wrong measure to introduce/cause more 
problems 

4 

Increase in traffic on other roads 4 

Lack of consultation with residents 4 

 
Additional grounds for objection included: 
 

 Vehicle collisions resulting in damage to residents’ property; 
 

 Perceived inequity in investment, with other wards receiving traffic calming 
measures for similar concerns; 

 

 Anticipated increase in traffic queues potentially leading to higher emission 
levels; and 
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 Concerns that access to garages and residential properties may become more 
difficult. 

 
3.4. As previously noted, the road safety record for this location is generally positive, with 

only one recorded injury collision in the past three years. When assessing requests for 
traffic calming or engineering interventions across the city, priority is given to areas 
where such measures are likely to yield the most significant road safety benefits. This 
strategy ensures that limited resources are used in the most effective and impactful 
manner possible, targeting locations with demonstrable safety concerns. Accordingly, 
Treherne Road has not been identified as a priority for intervention at this time. 
 

3.5. Upon reviewing the objections received, the concern regarding potential traffic 
displacement onto adjacent roads because of the proposed left-turn restriction is 
considered valid. While the measure could offer benefits to residents located at the 
upper section of Treherne Road, it is likely to lead to increased traffic volumes in 
surrounding areas. 

 
3.6. Given the volume and nature of objections received, it is recommended that the 

proposed left-turn ban be withdrawn. It is however still proposed to install Vehicle 
Activated Signs to improve driver awareness of speed on Treherne Road. In addition, 
further monitoring of traffic patterns on surrounding streets, including Rollason Road—
which is also affected by diversion from Burnaby Road—will be undertaken. Concerns 
regarding conflicting vehicle movements at the bend near the junction with Rollason 
Close will also be investigated and if appropriate, this location will be considered for 
inclusion in the next prioritisation round of the Local Network Improvement Plan (LNIP) 
in 2026/27 which comprises schemes that help support vulnerable road users, 
improve traffic management and ensure compliance with the Council’s statutory 
‘network management duties’, as set out in the Traffic Management Act 2004. 

 
4. Timetable for implementing this decision 
 
4.1. The objectors and supporter of the proposal will be informed of the decision following 

confirmation of the Cabinet Members decision. The variable message sign will be 
ordered and typically takes between 12 and 16 weeks to install from the date of 
ordering, as such is likely to be in place in quarter 4 of 2025. 

 
5. Comments from the Director of Finance and Resources and the Director of Law 

and Governance 
 

5.1. Financial Implications 
 
It is anticipated that provision of a single vehicle activated speed sign as set out in 
paragraph 3.5 above could be implemented at a cost of £5000 and would be funded 
as part of the approved 2025/26 LNIP programme which is funded from the City 
Region Sustainable Transport Settlement (CRSTS). 
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5.2. Legal Implications 
 
The Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 allows the Council to make a Traffic Regulation 
Order on various grounds e.g. improving safety, improving traffic flow and preserving 
or improving the amenities of an area provided it has given due consideration to the 
effect of such an order.  
 
In accordance with Section 122 of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984, when 
considering whether it would be expedient to make a Traffic Order, the Council is 
under a duty to have regard to and balance various potentially conflicting factors e.g. 
the convenient and safe movement of traffic (including pedestrians), adequate 
parking, improving or preserving local amenity, air quality and/or public transport 
provision. 

 
There is an obligation under the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 to advertise our 
intention to make Traffic Orders and to inform various stakeholders, including the 
Police and the public. The Authority is obliged to consider any representations 
received. If representations are received, these are considered by the Cabinet 
Member for City Services. Regulations allow for an advertised Order to be modified (in 
response to objections or otherwise) before a final version of the Order is made. 

 
The 1984 Act provides that once a Traffic Order has been made, it may only be 
challenged further via the High Court on a point of law (i.e. that the Order does not 
comply with the Act for some reason). 

 
6. Other implications 

 
6.1. How will this contribute to the One Coventry Plan?  
 https://www.coventry.gov.uk/strategies-plans-policies/one-coventry-plan 
 

The recommendations set out within this report are intended to align with the priorities 
set out within the One Coventry Plan, namely supporting the priorities of continued 
financial sustainability of the Council and improving outcomes within our communities. 
By taking an evidenced led approach and proposing proportional measures to aid the 
concerns raised by residents, the recommendations of this report adhere to the 
principles of continued financial sustainability. The report also demonstrates that in 
determining whether to proceed with this proposal the Council has listened and 
proactively responded to the feedback received from residents and adjusted the 
scheme accordingly. The provision of a variable message sign has the potential to aid 
driver compliance with the speed limit and reduce the risk and severity of collisions 
occurring.   
 

6.2. How is risk being managed? 
 
No specific risks identified as part of this report. Any measures identified to be 
implemented as a direct recommendation of this report will be developed fully 
compliant to the relevant legislation, in this instance namely the Traffic Signs 
Regulations and General Directions 2016 (Statutory Instruments 2016 No.62) and 
Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984. 
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6.3. What is the impact on the organisation? 
 
No direct impact. 
 

6.4. Equalities / EIA? 
 
No direct implications identified because of this report. The measures set out have 
been considered mindful of all road users and the feedback from the statutory 
consultation process has been fully reviewed and due consideration to the concern 
raised considered. The measures are intended to help to manage the speed of traffic 
which has been raised by members of the community as a concern on this road. 
 

6.5. Implications for (or impact on) climate change and the environment? 
 
No direct implications identified because of this report. 
 

6.6. Implications for partner organisations? 
 
No direct implications identified because of this report. 
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Report author:  
Dan O’Neill 
Interim Traffic and Road Safety Manager 
 
Service Area: 
City Services and Commercial 
 
Tel and email contact: 
Tel: 024 7697 2486 
Email: dan.o’neill@coventry.gov.uk 
 

Contributor/approver 
name 

Title Service Area Date doc 
sent out 

Date response 
received or 
approved 

Contributors:     

David Keaney Head of 
Network 
Management 

City Services 
and 
Commercial 

23/05/2025 23/05/2025 

Michelle Salmon/ 
Caroline Taylor 

Governance 
Services 
Officers 

Law and 
Governance 

23/05/2025 23/05/2025 

Names of approvers: 
(officers and members) 

    

Helen Williamson  Finance 
Manager 

Finance and 
Resources 

30/05/2025 30/05/2025 

Rob Parkes Team 
Leader, Legal 
Services 

Law and 
Governance 

23/05/2025 23/5/2025 

John Seddon Strategic 
Lead – Policy 
& Innovation 

City Services 
and 
Commercial 

23/05/2025 25/05/2025 

Councillor P Hetherton Cabinet 
Member for 
City Services 

- 30/05/2025 03/06/2025 

 
This report is published on the council's website: www.coventry.gov.uk/council-meetings 
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Public report 
Cabinet 

 

 
City Services  11 June 2025  
 
 
Name of Cabinet Member: 
Cabinet Member for City Services - Councillor P. Hetherton 
 
Director approving submission of the report: 
Director of City Services and Commercial  
 
Ward(s) affected: 
Bablake, Binley & Willenhall, Cheylesmore, Earlsdon, Foleshill, Henley, Holbrook, Lower 
Stoke, St Michaels, Sherbourne, Upper Stoke, Wainbody, Westwood, Wyken. 
 
Title: 
Objection to Proposed Waiting Restriction as Detailed in Variation 13 
_________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Is this a key decision? 
 
No 
_________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Executive summary: 
 
Variation 13 to the City of Coventry Consolidation Order 2016 contains numerous locations 
for proposed changes to Traffic Regulation Orders.  These changes comprised new 
restriction and amendments to existing restrictions affecting 44 streets and were advertised 
on 20 March 2025. 
 
102 objections were received, which related to 3 proposals.  There were also 16 responses 
of support and these were in relation to one proposal.  Objectors have been contacted as 
per the legislative framework and as a result, 3 objections have been withdrawn. 
 
Coventry City Council’s procedure for dealing with objections to Traffic Regulation Orders is 
to submit a report to the Cabinet Member for City Services so that a decision on how to 
proceed can be made. 
 
The cost of introducing the proposals, if approved, will be funded from the Local Network 
Improvement Plan allocation from the City Region Sustainable Transport Settlement 
(CRSTS) 
 
Recommendations: 
 
Cabinet Member for City Services is recommended to: 
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(1) Consider the objections to the proposed Waiting Restrictions, 

 
(2) Subject to Recommendation 1, approve that the proposals for The Arboretum, 

Cassandra Close, Heritage Court, Moreall Meadows and Poppyfield Court are not 
implemented and that the existing arrangement stays in situ. (Appendix One), 

 
(3) Subject to Recommendation 1, approve that the proposals for Broadlands Close are 

deferred to and readvertised as part of upcoming Variation 14 proposals. (Appendix 
Two), 

 
(4) Approve the proposals within Variation 13 which received no objections. 
 
 
List of Appendices included: 
 
Appendix 1 – Location Plan – The Arboretum, Cassandra Close, Heritage Court, Moreall  

Meadows & Poppyfield Court. 
 

Appendix 2 - Location Plan – Broadlands Close. 
 
Background papers: 
 
None 
 
Other useful documents 
 
None 
 
Has it or will it be considered by Scrutiny? 
 
No 
 
Has it or will it be considered by any other Council Committee, Advisory Panel or 
other body? 
 
No 
 
Will this report go to Council? 
 
No
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Report title:  Objection to Proposed Waiting Restriction as Detailed in Variation 13 
 
1. Context (or background) 
 

Many requests for new and revised parking restrictions are received by Coventry City 
Council.  Waiting and Loading Restrictions require a Traffic Regulation Order (TRO), 
with the majority of changes to these restrictions are contained within a Consolidation 
TRO.  Changes to existing restrictions or the introduction of new ones are undertaken 
by varying the Consolidation Order and for expediency, this Variation contains a number 
of streets and roads.  As part of a Variation proposal, individuals or organisations can 
formally object to these proposals, and this report records those objections and makes 
recommendations regarding how to resolve them. 

 
2. Options considered and recommended proposal 
 
2.1 102 objections were received, relating to 3 proposals. There were also 16 responses in 

support and these pertained to one location. 
 
2.2 All objectors were contacted with further information or responses to their questions and 

asked if they would consider the withdrawal of their objection. Three individual 
objections were removed leaving 99 objections across the following 2 proposals: 

 

No. of 
Objections 

Proposal and/or Locations 

96 Moreall Meadows: (comprising The Arboretum, Cassandra Close, 
Heritage Court, Moreall Meadows, Poppyfield Court) 

3 Broadlands Close: (comprising Broadlands Close) 

 
 
2.2 Moreall Meadows - Currently these streets (listed above) are subject to a Waiting 

Restriction which prohibits waiting: Monday to Friday from 8am to 6pm. The proposal 
advertised sought to amend the times of operation only, to: Monday to Friday from 10am 
to 11am and 2pm to 3 pm. The proposal was generated from a Petition submitted by 
residents in October 2023. 

 
 Comments from objectors in support of their objections are summarised below: 
  

Objection No. 

Current proposals work well and to change would lead to return of 
parking across drives and on gardens and verges 

53 

Impeded access for residents 43 

Impeded access for Emergency Services 27 

Impeded access for household waste collections 21 

I object to the proposal 17 

It will be less safe 11 
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Lack of enforcement will lead to drivers risking the single hour 9 

Proposal is less onerous & Taxis will wait with engines running 6 

Should not be taking on Warwick University parking responsibility 6 

Parked cars would change the amenity of these streets 5 

It will generate litter 3 

Will reduce confidence of residents driving and affect mental health 2 

Increase in traffic looking for spaces will add to congestion on Gibbet Hill 
Road 

1 

Vehicle theft and crime will increase 1 

Visitor parking will reduce parking for residents 1 

 
 
2.3 All objectors received the following response: 
 

As part of the consultation procedure for the Council’s current round of Traffic 
Regulation Order Proposals within the authority (called Variation 13), it was proposed 
to make changes to the parking for the Moreall Meadows area. 
 
The formal consultation period for Variation 13 ended on Thursday 10 April. 
 
Once all correspondence received has been assessed and analysed, a formal report 
of the findings will be presented to the Council’s Cabinet Member for City Services.  
They will make a decision on each location (approximately 45 streets) and determine 
which work will progress and which will be abandoned. 
 
In light of the number of responses requesting that no changes are introduced for the 
Moreall Meadows area, I will be recommending in that report that the work does not 
proceed.  As yet, there is no formal date for this Report to be heard although it usually 
takes about 8 weeks from the end of the consultation period.  I will contact you again 
to let you know the Cabinet Member’s decision. 
 

 For clarity, Riverford Croft was never part of the proposal.  The streets included   were: 

The Arboretum Cassandra Close Heritage Court 

Moreall Meadows Poppyfield Court  

Thank you for taking part in, and responding to, the consultation. 
 
I hope this has explained where this work is up to but if you have any comments or 
questions, please let me know. 

 
2.4 In light of the strong level of opposition to the proposed amendment to the existing TRO, 

it is recommended that the Moreall Meadows’ proposal (as set out in Appendix One) is 
abandoned and removed from Variation 13 and that no further proposals are 
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investigated at this time. The existing restrictions in place would remain in place and no 
changes would occur on street. 

 
2.5 Broadlands Close – Currently the street has, along both sides, a No Waiting At Any 

Time restriction for 70m from its junction with Broad Lane.  The impact of this restriction 
re-locates parking to the junction of Broadlands Lane, approximately 11m further from 
the end of the existing restriction.  The proposal is to shorten the existing 70m prohibition 
to accommodate parking whilst introducing a No Waiting at Any Time restriction at the 
junction of Broadlands Close with itself, to remove parking. 

 
 Comments from Objectors in support of their objections: 
  

Objection No. 

Will reduce roadside parking 1 

I object to the proposal 1 

It would make it difficult to reverse from our drive 1 

 
2.6 On reviewing the objections, it became evident that there was a drafting error in the 

Map Tile Plan (L25) which made the intention of the proposed revised restrictions 
unclear. The result of this will mean that the proposal will need to be re-advertised, 
subject to a correction to this incorrect Map Tile. 

 
2.7 The re-draft of the Map Tile will mirror the intended proposal to remove a length of 

existing Waiting Restriction to create parking whilst introducing a new Waiting 
Restriction to remove parking at the junction.  The net result will be no loss of kerbside 
parking. (see Appendix Two) 

 
2.8 The recommendation for the Broadlands Close proposal is that it be removed from 

Variation 13 and be included in Variation 14 for re-advertisement with no changes 
other than the drawing correction to the Map Tile. Such a measure would address the 
concerns raised within the objections received and enable a scheme to come forward 
that benefits the local community.  

 
2.9 The recommendation for any proposals not specifically noted in 2.2 and 2.5 where no 

objections have been received to date, is to continue with their introduction as per the 
Traffic Regulation Order Variation 13. 

 
3. Results of consultation undertaken 
 
3.1. The proposed TRO (Variation 13) was advertised in the Coventry Telegraph on 20 

March 2025.  Notices were also placed on street at each of the proposals at the same 
time. 
 

3.2. Elected Members of any Wards affected received all proposals within their respective 
Wards for comment and dissemination. 

 
4. Timetable for implementing this decision 
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4.1. Should this proposal be approved, it is proposed to implement the Traffic Regulation 
Order within the current calendar year. 

 
5. Comments from the Director of Finance and Resources and the Director of Law 

and Governance 
 
5.1. Financial Implications 

 
The cost of introducing the proposed TRO is anticipated to be in the region of £17,000. 
If approved this will be funded from the Local Network Improvement Programme through 
the City Region Sustainable Transport Settlement (CRSTS) allocation for 2025/26. 
 

5.2. Legal Implications 
 
The Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 allows the Council to make a Traffic Regulation 
Order on various grounds e.g. improving safety, improving traffic flow and preserving or 
improving the amenities of an area provided it has given due consideration to the effect 
of such an order.  

 
In accordance with Section 122 of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984, when 
considering whether it would be expedient to make a Traffic Order, the Council is under 
a duty to have regard to and balance various potentially conflicting factors e.g. the 
convenient and safe movement of traffic (including pedestrians), adequate parking, 
improving or preserving local amenity, air quality and/or public transport provision. 

 
There is an obligation under the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 to advertise our 
intention to make Traffic Orders and to inform various stakeholders, including the Police 
and the public. The Authority is obliged to consider any representations received. If 
representations are received, these are considered by the Cabinet Member for City 
Services. Regulations allow for an advertised Order to be modified (in response to 
objections or otherwise) before a final version of the Order is made. 

 
The 1984 Act provides that once a Traffic Order has been made, it may only be 
challenged further via the High Court on a point of law (i.e. that the Order does not 
comply with the Act for some reason). 

 
6. Other implications 

 
6.1. How will this contribute to the One Coventry Plan? 

 
https://www.coventry.gov.uk/strategies-plans-policies/one-coventry-plan 
 
The proposed implementation will contribute to the City Council’s aims of ensuring that 
citizens, especially children and young people, are safe and the objective of working for 
better pavements, streets and roads. 

 
 How is risk being managed? 

 
No specific risks identified as part of this report. Any measures identified to be 
implemented as a direct recommendation of this report will be developed fully 
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compliant to the relevant legislation, in this instance namely the Traffic Signs 
Regulations and General Directions 2016 (Statutory Instruments 2016 No.62) and 
Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984. 
 

6.2. What is the impact on the organisation? 
 
No direct impact. 
 

6.3. Equalities / EIA? 
The introduction of the proposed changes will assist road safety and in some cases 
access for pedestrians. 
 

6.4. Implications for (or impact on) climate change and the environment? 
 
The measures set out within this report are intended to aid the effective operation of 
the network and reduce delay and congestion, both of which can contribute to 
increased vehicle-based emissions which are a leading cause of air pollution and the 
release of greenhouse gases. 
 

6.5. Implications for partner organisations 
 

The proposals set out in variation 13 are intended to aid and address concerns over 
parking. The introduction of effecting parking restrictions, particularly at junction 
locations can significantly aid the flow of traffic and ensure roads remain unobstructed 
which can benefit all road users, but particularly partner organisations operating larger 
vehicles or responding to emergency situations such as the blue light services, waste 
management providers and public transport operators. 
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Report author(s):  
Name: Richard Ellis 
Title: Traffic Management Engineer 
 
Service Area:  
City Services and Commercial 
 
Tel and email contact: 
Tel: 024 7697 6417 
Email: richard.ellis@coventry.gov.uk 
 
Enquiries should be directed to the above person 
 
 

Contributor/approver 
name 

Title Service Area Date doc 
sent out 

Date response 
received or 
approved 

Contributors:     

David Keaney Head of 
Network 
Management 

City Services 
and 
Commercial 

23/05/2025 23/05/2025 

Dan O’Neill Interim Traffic 
and Road 
Safety 
Manager 

City Services 
and 
Commercial 

23/05/2025 23/05/2025 

Caroline 
Taylor/Michelle Salmon 

Governance 
Services 
Officers 

Law and 
Governance 

23/05/2025 23.5.2025 

Names of approvers 
for submission:  
(officers and members) 

    

John Seddon Strategic Lead 
Policy and 
Innovation 

City Services 
and 
Commercial 

23/05/2025 23/05/2025 

Helen Williamson Finance 
Manager 

Finance  23/05/2025 27/05/2025 

Rob Parkes  Team Leader, 
Legal Services 

Law and 
Governance 

23/05/2025 26/05/2025 

Councillor P Hetherton Cabinet 
Member for 
City Services 

- 30/05/2025 03/06/2025 

 
This report is published on the council's website: www.coventry.gov.uk/council-meetings  
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APPENDIX ONE 
 
Location Plan – The Arboretum, Cassandra Close, Heritage Court, Moreall Meadows & 
Poppyfield Court 
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APPENDIX TWO 
 
Location Plan – Broadlands Close 

Incorrect Map Tile as advertised in 
Variation 13 

Proposed Map Tile as corrected and to be 
advertised in Variation 14 
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  
Public report 

Cabinet Member Report 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Cabinet Member for City Services 11 June 2025 
 
 
Name of Cabinet Member:   
Cabinet Member for City Services – Councillor P Hetherton 
 
Director Approving Submission of the report: 
Director of City Services and Commercial 
 
Ward(s) affected: 
Westwood, Woodlands 
 
Title: 
Petition – Job’s Lane Traffic Calming Measures 
 
 
Is this a key decision? 
No   
 

Executive Summary: 
 
A petition with 68 signatures was received requesting traffic calming measures on Job’s 
Lane. 
 
In accordance with the City Council's procedure for dealing with petitions, those relating to 
road safety are heard by the Cabinet Member for City Services. The Cabinet Member had 
considered the petition prior to this meeting and requested that the petition was dealt with 
by letter (determination letter) rather than a formal report being submitted to a meeting, to 
be able to deal with the matter more efficiently. On receipt of the determination letter, the 
petition organiser a requested that the issue be considered at a Cabinet Member for City 
Services meeting. 
 
The determination letter advised that Job’s Lane does not meet the required criteria to be 
considered for inclusion in the safety scheme programme. However, the road has been 
put forward as a site for a new pedestrian crossing facility near Jardine Crescent. This 
crossing will be installed during the current financial year, subject to external funding being 
secured. To complement the new crossing, Job’s Lane has also been added to the mini 
speed visor programme which will see the deployment of mobile vehicle activated signs 
which will highlight driver speed and aid compliance with the existing speed limit. 
 
The cost of adding this location to the mobile vehicle activated signage programme will be 
funded from the Local Network Improvement Programme from the City Region Sustainable 
Transport Settlement (CRSTS). The cost of installing a new pedestrian crossing facility at 
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the junction with Jardine Crescent would be subject to funding being allocated as part of 
the Council’s Active Travel Fund 5 submission.  
 
 
Recommendations: 
 
Cabinet Member for City Services is recommended to:  
 
1) Note the petitioners’ concerns. 

 
2) Endorse the actions which had been agreed to be issued by determination letter to the 

petition organisers as detailed in paragraph 1.5 and 1.6 of the report.  
 

List of Appendices included: 
 
Appendix A – Location plan 
Appendix B – Text of Determination Letter 
Appendix C – Speed survey results 
 
Background Papers: 
 
None 
 
Other useful documents: 
 
None 
 
Has it been or will it be considered by Scrutiny?  
 
No 
 
Has it been or will it be considered by any other Council Committee, Advisory 
Panel or other body? 
  
No 
 
Will this report go to Council?  
 
No 
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Report title: Petition – Job’s Lane Traffic Calming Measures 
  
1. Context (or background) 
 
1.1 A petition with 68 signatures was received requesting traffic calming measures on 

Job’s Lane. The petition is sponsored by Councillor M Lapsa.  
 
1.2 The petition reads as follows: 

 
“We the undersigned would like the council to install traffic calming measures on 
Job’s Lane. Although the council has stated there has only been one accident in 
recent months, we feel that some sort of measures should be implemented, as the 
speeds are excessive. Local people have trouble coming out of the closes off Job’s 
Lane and pedestrians have been put in danger by the excessive speeds.” 
 

1.3 Job’s Lane is a local distributor road situated between the Broad Lane and Tile Hill 
Lane. It is subject to a 30mph speed limit and is located in Westwood Ward.  A 
location plan is shown in Appendix A to the report. 

 
1.4 In accordance with the City Council's procedure for dealing with petitions, those 

relating to parking and road safety are heard by the Cabinet Member for City 
Services.  The Cabinet Member had considered the petition prior to this meeting and 
requested that the petition was dealt with by letter (determination letter).  On receipt 
of the determination letter, the petition organiser a requested that the issue be 
considered at a Cabinet Member for City Services meeting. 

 
1.5 A review of the most recent three full year personal injury collision statistics indicate 

that there have been 2 recorded collisions on Job’s Lane. As such, currently Job’s 
Lane has not been prioritised for traffic calming measures as part of our local safety 
scheme programme. Speed surveys conducted in April 2025 recorded average 
weekday speeds as follows: 
North of Jardine Crescent: Northbound – 27.5 mph; Southbound – 28.1 mph 
South of Jardine Crescent: Northbound – 29.6 mph; Southbound – 30.2 mph 

1.6 However, the road has been put forward as a site for a new pedestrian crossing 
facility near its junction with Jardine Crescent. This crossing will be installed during 
the current financial year, subject to external funding being secured. This new 
crossing will aid access to local facilities and provide benefit as a speed control 
measure. To complement the new crossing, Job’s Lane has been added to our mini 
speed visor programme which will see the deployment of a mobile vehicle activated 
sign which will highlight driver speed and aid compliance with the speed limit. 

2. Options considered and recommended proposal 
 
2.1 The recommended actions in response to the issues raised have already been 

agreed and are detailed in paragraph 1.5 and 1.6 of this report. 
 

3. Results of consultation undertaken 
 
3.1 No formal consultation has been undertaken. 
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4. Timetable for implementing this decision 
 

4.1 Job’s Lane has already been added to the mobile vehicle-activated speed sign 
programme. The installation of a pedestrian crossing will take place during the current 
financial year, subject to external funding being secured. 
 

5. Comments from the Director of Finance and Resources and the Director of 
Law and Governance 

 
5.1 Financial implications 
  

The cost of adding this location to the mobile vehicle activated signage programme 
will be funded from the Local Network Improvement Programme from the City Region 
Sustainable Transport Settlement (CRSTS). The cost of installing a new pedestrian 
crossing facility at the junction with Jardine Crescent would be subject to funding 
being allocated as part of the Council’s Active Travel Fund 5 submission.  

 
5.2 Legal implications 
 

There are no legal implications of the recommended actions (paragraphs 1.5 and 1.6 
of the report). 
 
Section 39 of the Road Traffic Act 1988 requires the Council to investigate road 
accidents involving vehicles and to develop a rational programme of measures (such 
as the Safety Scheme programme) for preventing their recurrence. 
 

6. Other implications 
 
6.1 How will this contribute to the One Coventry Plan? 

(https://www.coventry.gov.uk/strategies-plans-policies/one-coventry-plan) 
 
The agreed actions will contribute to the priorities of the One Coventry Plan by 
facilitating safer pedestrian access to local services, shops and employment 
opportunities and reducing the risk of collisions. 
 

6.2 How is risk being managed? 
 
Work on the design and installation of a pedestrian crossing will only be undertaken 
once the required external funding has been secured. 
 

6.3 What is the impact on the organisation? 
 
None 
 

6.4 Equalities / EIA? 
 
The agreed actions will improve access to local services, shops and employment 
opportunities. 
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6.5 Implications for (or impact on) climate change and the environment? 
 
The agreed actions will contribute to reducing vehicle emissions and encouraging 
active travel. 
 

6.6 Implications for partner organisations? 
 
The agreed actions will improve access services provided by partner organisations 
at the local district centre.  
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Report author 
 
Name and job title: 
Martin Wilkinson 
Senior Officer - Traffic Management 
 
Service Area: 
City Services and Commercial 
 
Tel and email contact: 
Tel: 024 7697 7139 
Email: martin.wilkinson@coventry.gov.uk 
 
Enquiries should be directed to the above person. 
 

Contributor/ 
approver name 

Title Service Area Date doc 
sent out 

Date 
response 
received or 
approved 

Contributors:     

John Seddon Strategic Lead – 
Policy & 
Innovation 

City Services 
and 
Commercial 

20/05/2025 30/05/2025 

David Keaney Head of Network 
Management 

City Services 
and 
Commercial 

20/05/2025 21/05/2025 

Dan O’Neill Interim Traffic & 
Road Safety 
Manager 

City Services 
and 
Commercial 

20/05/2025 22/05/25 

Sunny Heer Lead Accountant Finance 21/05/2025 22/05/2025 

Michelle Salmon Governance 
Services Officer 

Law and 
Governance 

20/05/2025 21/05/2025 

Names of approvers:  
(officers and members) 

    

Helen Williamson  Finance Manager Finance 20/05/2025 22/05/2025 

Rob Parkes Team Leader, 
Legal Services 

Law and 
Governance 

20/05/2025 21.5.2025 

Councillor P Hetherton Cabinet Member 
for City Services 

- 30/05/2025 03/06/2025 

 
This report is published on the council’s website: www.coventry.gov.uk/council-meetings  
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Appendix A – Location plan 
 

   
 
 KEY 

  Double yellow lines (No waiting at any time) 

  Single yellow line (No waiting Mon – Sat 8am – 6pm) 
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Appendix B – Text of Determination Letter 
 
I am writing with regard to the above petition and your request for traffic calming measures 
on Job’s Lane. 

The matter was discussed with Councillor Hetherton, Cabinet Member for City Services, 
who has requested that this be dealt with by way of letter rather than a formal report being 
submitted to a future meeting, so that it can be dealt with more quickly.  

It is important that we target road safety measures in the city.  We do this using personal 
injury collision data to ensure the funding we have is utilised carefully. Locations where 
there have been six or more personal injury collisions recorded by the Police in the 
previous three years are considered for inclusion in our safety scheme programme.  The 
latest annual review of recorded personal injury collisions identified 48 roads or junctions 
in the city where there have been six or more recorded personal injury collisions. 

A review of the most recent three full year personal injury collision statistics indicate that 
there have been only 2 recorded collisions on Job’s Lane. The most recent speed data 
available for this road shows that the average speed of vehicles on the road was 28.8mph. 
As such, currently Job’s Lane has not been prioritised for traffic calming measures as part 
of our local safety scheme programme. 

However, the road has been put forward as a site for a new pedestrian crossing facility 
near its junction with Jardine Crescent. This crossing will come forward in 2025/26, subject 
to external funding being secured. This new crossing will aid access to local facilities and 
provide benefit as a speed control measure. To complement the new crossing, Job’s Lane 
has been added to our mini speed visor programme which will see the deployment of a 
mobile vehicle activated sign which will highlight driver speed and aid compliance with the 
speed limit.  

I would be grateful if you could please confirm in writing, either by email or letter, that you 
agree that the petition be progressed by way of this letter.  If you do not agree, a report 
responding to your petition will be prepared for consideration at a future Cabinet Member 
meeting.  You will be invited to attend this meeting where you will have the opportunity to 
speak on behalf of the petitioners.  If no response is received within four weeks of the 
date of this letter, we will record this as your acceptance of the determination letter and 
the petition will be closed. 
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Appendix C – Speed survey results – Job’s Lane 
 
Survey date: 28 March - 4 April 2025 
 

Location Direction 
Weekday 

Average Speed 
(mph) 

Weekday 
85th percentile speed 

(mph) 

Job’s Lane, north of 
Jardine Crescent  

Northbound 27.5 31.4 

Southbound 28.1 31.9 

Job’s Lane, south of 
Jardine Crescent  

Northbound 29.6 34.2 

Southbound 30.2 34.6 
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  
Public report 

Cabinet Member Report 
 

 
 

 
 
 
 

 

Cabinet Member for City Services 11 June 2025 
 
 
Name of Cabinet Member:   
Cabinet Member for City Services – Councillor P Hetherton 
 
Director Approving Submission of the report: 
Director of City Services and Commercial 
 
Ward(s) affected: 
Westwood 
 
Title: 
Petition – Torrington Avenue – Residents’ Parking Scheme 
 
 
Is this a key decision? 
No   
 

Executive Summary: 
 
A petition with 64 signatures was received requesting a Residents’ Parking Scheme on 
Torrington Avenue. 
 
In accordance with the City Council's procedure for dealing with petitions, those relating to 
road safety are heard by the Cabinet Member for City Services.  The Cabinet Member had 
considered the petition prior to this meeting and requested that the petition was dealt with 
by letter (determination letter) rather than a formal report being submitted to a meeting, to 
be able to deal with the matter more efficiently.  However, before the determination letter 
was issued, the petition sponsor requested that the issue be considered at a Cabinet 
Member for City Services meeting. 
 
The agreed determination letter was to advise that the request for a residents’ parking 
scheme on Torrington Avenue between the A45 and Eastcotes was the subject of a 
previous petition considered by the Cabinet Member for City Services on 13 September 
2023.  The parking survey conducted in response to that petition showed that the section 
of Torrington Avenue highlighted did not meet the parking availability criterion set out in 
the Council’s Residents’ Parking Policy (less than 40% of spaces available during the 
daytime).  The parking survey was repeated on Thursday 3 April 2025. This showed that 
the number of parking spaces available during the daytime still exceeded the criterion for 
consideration for a residents’ parking scheme. 
 
The cost of introducing residents’ parking schemes is funded from the Local Network 
Improvement Plan from the City Region Sustainable Transport Settlement (CRSTS). 
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Recommendations: 
 
Cabinet Member for City Services is recommended to:  
 
1) Note the petitioners’ concerns. 

 
2) Decline the request for a residents’ parking scheme on Torrington Avenue between 

Eastcotes and the A45.  
 
 

List of Appendices included: 
 
Appendix A – Location plan 
Appendix B – Parking survey results 
 
Background Papers: 
 
None 
 
Other useful documents: 
 
None 
 
Has it been or will it be considered by Scrutiny?  
 
No 
 
Has it been or will it be considered by any other Council Committee, Advisory 
Panel or other body? 
  
No 
 
Will this report go to Council?  
 
No 
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Report title: Petition – Torrington Avenue – Residents’ Parking Scheme 
  
1. Context (or background) 
 
1.1 A petition with 64 signatures was received requesting a residents’ parking scheme 

on Torrington Avenue.  The petition is sponsored by Councillor G Lewis.  
 
1.2 The petition reads as follows: 

 
“We the undersigned petition the Council to install residents parking permits for 
Torrington Avenue (the section from Eastcotes to the A45).  This request is as a result 
of the difficulty residents have finding parking outside their homes due to the situation 
of Costco. Customers regularly use the street to park which at peak times not only 
means that residents struggle to find space but have recently also been facing verbal 
abuse and threats from customers. The current parking situation is especially an 
issue for those with small children and limited mobility as having to park further away 
constantly is a challenge.  Costco has over 500 spaces which is more than ample to 
meet demand, and there is no reason why customers and staff need to use the street 
at the expense of residents.” 
 

1.3 Torrington Avenue is a local distributor road between the A45 and Station Avenue.  
The section specified in the petition is bordered by residential properties to the north 
and a Costco Cash & Carry store to the south.  It is located in Westwood Ward.  A 
location plan is shown in Appendix A to the report. 

 
1.4 In accordance with the City Council's procedure for dealing with petitions, those 

relating to parking and road safety are heard by the Cabinet Member for City 
Services.  The Cabinet Member had considered the petition prior to this meeting and 
requested that the petition was dealt with by letter (determination letter).  However, 
before the determination letter was issued, the petition sponsor requested that the 
issue be considered at a Cabinet Member for City Services meeting. 

 
1.5 The request for a residents’ parking scheme on Torrington Avenue between the A45 

and Eastcotes was the subject of a previous petition considered by the Cabinet 
Member for City Services on 13 September 2023. A drone and parking survey 
conducted in response to that petition showed that the section of Torrington Avenue 
highlighted did not meet the parking availability criterion set out in the Council’s 
Residents’ Parking Policy (less than 40% of spaces available during the daytime). 

 
1.6 The parking survey was repeated on Thursday 3 April 2025 (see Appendix B to the 

report). This showed that the number of parking spaces available during the daytime 
(54%) still exceeded the criterion for consideration for a residents’ parking scheme, 
with over half of the parking spaces available. 

 
2. Options considered and recommended proposal 
 
2.1 As the recent parking survey shows that the number of parking spaces available 

during the daytime (54%) still exceeds the criterion for consideration for a residents’ 
parking scheme, the Cabinet Member is recommended to decline the request for a 
residents’ parking scheme on Torrington Avenue between Eastcotes and the A45. 
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3. Results of consultation undertaken 
 
3.1 No formal consultation has been undertaken. 
 
4. Timetable for implementing this decision 

 
4.1 The agreed actions can be implemented with immediate effect. 

 
5. Comments from the Director of Finance and Resources and the Director of 

Law and Governance 
 
5.1 Financial implications 
  

There are no financial implications to the Council of the recommended action. 
 
The cost of introducing residents’ parking schemes is funded from the Local Network 
Improvement Plan from the City Region Sustainable Transport Settlement (CRSTS). 

 
5.2 Legal implications 
 

There are no legal implications of the recommended proposal. 
 

6. Other implications 
 
6.1 How will this contribute to the One Coventry Plan? 

(https://www.coventry.gov.uk/strategies-plans-policies/one-coventry-plan) 
 
N/A 
 

6.2 How is risk being managed? 
 
N/A 
 

6.3 What is the impact on the organisation? 
 
None 
 

6.4 Equalities / EIA? 
 
No specific equalities impact assessment has been carried out.   
 

6.5 Implications for (or impact on) climate change and the environment? 
 
None 
 

6.6 Implications for partner organisations? 
 
None  
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Report author 
 
Name and job title: 
Martin Wilkinson 
Senior Officer - Traffic Management 
 
Service Area: 
City Services and Commercial 
 
Tel and email contact: 
Tel: 024 7697 7139 
Email: martin.wilkinson@coventry.gov.uk 
 
Enquiries should be directed to the above person. 
 

Contributor/ 
approver name 

Title Service Area Date doc 
sent out 

Date 
response 
received or 
approved 

Contributors:     

John Seddon Strategic Lead – 
Policy & 
Innovation 

City Services 
and 
Commercial 

20/05/2025 21/05/2025 

David Keaney Head of Network 
Management 

City Services 
and 
Commercial 

20/05/2025 21/05/2025 

Dan O’Neill Interim Traffic & 
Road Safety 
Manager 

City Services 
and 
Commercial 

20/05/2025 29/05/2025 

Michelle Salmon Governance 
Services Officer 

Law and 
Governance 

20/05/2025 27/05/2025 

Names of approvers:  
(officers and members) 

    

Helen Williamson  Finance Manager Finance and 
Resources 

20/05/2025 21/05/2025 

Rob Parkes Team Leader, 
Legal Services 

Law and 
Governance 

20/05/2025 21/05/2025 

Councillor P Hetherton Cabinet Member 
for City Services 

- 30/05/2025 03/06/2025 

 
This report is published on the council’s website: www.coventry.gov.uk/council-meetings  
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Appendix A – Location plan 
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  Double yellow lines (No waiting at any time) 
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Appendix B - Parking survey results – Torrington Avenue between Eastcotes and A45 
 
Survey date: 3 April 2025 
 

Survey Time Total number of 
on-street parking spaces* 

No. of vehicles 
parked on-street 

No. of on-street 
spaces available 

Percentage of 
on-street spaces available 

10:00 - 12:00 65 31 34 52% 

14:00 - 16:00 65 29 36 55% 

Weekday daytime 
average 

65 30 35 54% 
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City Services 11th June 2025 
 
Name of Cabinet Member: 
City Services 
 
Director approving submission of the report: 
Director of City Services and Commercial  
 
Ward(s) affected: 
Radford 
 
Title: 
Petition 49/24-25 – Beake Avenue, Radford Road Junction – Traffic/Pedestrian Safety 
_________________________________________________________________________ 
 
Is this a key decision?   
No 

 
Executive summary: 
 
On 27 March 2025, a petition (Ref: E49-24/25) was submitted to Coventry City Council by a 
local resident requesting road safety improvements at the Radford Road/Beake Avenue/ 
Engleton Road junction. In accordance with Council procedures, the matter was initially 
addressed via a determination letter rather than a formal report, to expedite the response 
process. 
 
The Council confirmed that a review of the junction, including detailed traffic signal 
modelling was to be taken forward as part of the prioritised 2025/26 Local Network 
Improvement Programme. The results of that modelling have now been completed, and this 
report sets out the results, and combines it with a review of measures previously 
considered and implemented. 
 
The junction in question operates as a signal-controlled staggered crossroad with partial 
pedestrian facilities. It is noted that Radford Road carries over 15,000 vehicles daily, 
accounting for more than 70% of total traffic passing through the junction. The current 
opposing green signal configuration allows efficient traffic flow and is well suited to the 
junction’s layout and traffic flow. 
 
Residents have raised concerns about the operation of the junction, with conflicting right-
turn movements being highlighted. A review of personal injury collision data has been 
conducted. Site visits and meetings with petitioners have also been undertaken to aid 
understanding and have led to minor visibility and signage improvements being 
implemented or proposed. 
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In addition to these minor improvements, several other options are reviewed and assessed 
within the report, including converting the junction to a roundabout, splitting signal phases 
to eliminate right-turn conflicts, and adding pedestrian-controlled signals. 
 
Modelling undertaken to assess the junction demonstrates that the current arrangement 
operates efficiently and below capacity, with average peak queues of 12 vehicles. A 
proposal to split signal stages to remove right turning conflict completely has also been 
modelled and has been shown to  
increase peak queues by over 500%. This would cause significant congestion and exceed 
junction capacity. It is also noted that this has the potential to lead to several secondary 
impacts, including increased pollution, driver frustration, and the potential for different types 
of collisions. 
 
Given the risks identified, it is proposed to remove the dedicated right-turn stage and 
indicative green arrow from Radford Road to Beake Avenue. Instead, introducing an all-red 
detection phase with a far-sided signal head for right turns into Engleton Road could 
provide a more efficient solution. While not eliminating all conflicts, this approach would 
simplify right-turn movements. This approach would help maintain overall junction efficiency 
and avoid the broader negative impacts that would result from splitting Radford Road 
movements into separate signal stages. 
 
Recommendations: 
 
Cabinet Member for City Services is recommended to: 
 

(1) Approve the proposed changes to traffic signals operation on Radford Road at its 
junction with Beake Avenue/Engleton Road as set out in section 2.20 of this report. 

(2) Endorse that the traffic signal stages on Radford Road at its junction with Beake 
Avenue/Engleton Road are not split as set out in section 2.17 and 2.18 of this report. 

(3) Note the intention to deliver the recommended changes set out in bullet point (1) 
above as part of the review of Radford Road proposed to come forward in 2025. 

 
List of Appendices included: 
 
None 
 
Background papers: 
 
NA 
 
Other useful documents 
 
NA 
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Has it or will it be considered by Scrutiny? 
 
No 
 
Has it or will it be considered by any other Council Committee, Advisory Panel or 
other body? 
 
No 
 
Will this report go to Council? 
 
No 
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Report title: Petition 4924-25 – Beake Avenue, Radford Road Junction – Traffic Pedestrian 
Safety 
 
1. Context (or background) 
 
1.1. On 27th March 2025 a petition (reference E49-24/25) was submitted to the council on 

behalf of residents requesting road safety improvements at the junction of Beake 
Avenue and Radford Road. 

  
1.2. The petition, signed by 165 people, requests that the council “…urgently review and 

re-design the road junction at Beake Avenue/Radford Road and Engleton Road. We 
also call on the Council to install pedestrian crossing points on all the four parts to the 
junction to improve safety. Also to install CCTV cameras that can monitor the traffic 
and pedestrian use to help protect motorists and pedestrians from poor driving. 
Ensure there is clear signage and traffic lights that can be clearly seen and 
understood.” It is further noted that “There have been far too many collisions and 
accidents which we believe can and should be improved for the health, safety and 
wellbeing of all concerned in our community.” 
 

1.3. In accordance with the City Council's procedure for dealing with petitions, those 
relating to parking and road safety are heard by the Cabinet Member for City Services. 
The Cabinet Member had considered the petition prior to this meeting and requested 
that the petition was dealt with by letter (determination letter) rather than a formal 
report being submitted to a meeting, to be able to deal with the matter more efficiently. 
 

1.4. The determination letter advised that the Council having considered the matters raised 
and having previously met the lead petitioner on site to discuss these matters 
proposed to consider this junction as part of an ongoing review of Radford Road 
between Beake Avenue and Lydgate Road which has been prioritised as part of the 
2025/26 Local Network Improvement Programme. This will include undertaking 
detailed traffic modelling to assess the current operation of the junction and identify 
options to assist its operation and aid pedestrians crossing the road. 
 

1.5. Following receipt of the letter and follow-up response, the petitioners requested the 
petition was dealt with at the Cabinet Member for City Services Decision Session. 

 
2. Options considered and recommended proposal 
 
2.1. The junction of B4098 Radford Road with Beake Avenue and Engleton Road operates 

as a signal controlled staggered crossroad. Push button controlled pedestrian facilities 
are provided across Radford Road on the eastern extent of the junction, whilst the 
other arms feature uncontrolled pedestrian dropped kerbs operating on a walk with 
traffic principle. The right turn movement from Engleton Road to Radford Road 
(inbound) is prohibited, with the road layout and signage discouraging this movement. 
 

2.2. In reviewing traffic flows at this location, it is noted that east west traffic travelling 
along Radford Road is the predominate traffic movement with average daily traffic 
flows on Radford Road exceeding 15,000 vehicles a day. This flow represents over 
70% of the total traffic movements through this junction. Of the 15,000 vehicles using 
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Radford Road, the majority are passenger cars and light goods vehicles with heavy 
good vehicles making up less than 1% of all traffic.  
 

2.3. Traffic on Radford Road is typically tidal in the peak periods with eastbound (inbound 
towards the city) the predominate flow in the AM peak morning period, and westbound 
(outbound away from the city) in the PM peak afternoon period. The remaining 30% of 
traffic using this junction is split equally between Engleton Road and Beake Avenue. 
Of this 30%, the predominate flow is again a straight across movement from Beake 
Avenue to Engleton Road and Engleton Road to Beake Avenue.  
 

2.4. The right turn movement from Radford Road on to Beake Avenue and Engleton Road 
respectively is tidal in nature and influenced by AM and PM peaks, with the 
predominate movement in the AM peak being a right turn movement from Radford 
Road (inbound) to Engleton Road, whilst in the PM peak the predominate right turn 
movement is Radford Road (outbound) to Beake Avenue. Overall, across the peak 
periods the two right turn movements from Radford Road make up between 7% and 
8% of the total traffic using this junction.  
 

2.5. Left turn movements from Radford Road on to Beake Avenue and Engleton Road 
make up only a minor element of movements through this junction, accounting for less 
than 2% of all movements. 
 

2.6. The junction operates on an opposing green principle. In this arrangement traffic from 
opposite directions receives a green signal simultaneously. This setup allows vehicles 
to proceed straight ahead or make permitted turns, but when doing so they must give 
way to oncoming traffic and pedestrians as necessary. One of the key advantages of 
this configuration is improved traffic flow efficiency, as vehicles from both directions 
can move through the junction at the same time, reducing overall delays. The 
opposing green system also simplifies signal phasing, eliminating the need for 
dedicated left-turn phases and enabling shorter cycle lengths. In reducing average 
wait times this layout also helps to reduce vehicle idling and therefore contributes to 
the Councils wider air quality targets. This is particularly relevant to this location being 
sited next to a popular open space and play park. This type of signal operation is 
commonly deployed across the city to good effect and is particularly suited to areas 
with low to moderate left-turn volumes and where maintaining a compact but efficient 
traffic control design is a priority. It is for these reasons that the current signal 
arrangement is in place. 
 

2.7. Though this arrangement is an effective and common design for traffic signal 
operation both within the city and nationally, it does requires right turning traffic to wait 
and proceed only when the way is clear and safe to do so. Whilst this is requirement is 
clearly set out within the Highway Code which all motorists should be familiar with, it is 
this potential conflicting movement which has been raised as a concern on occasion 
over several years. 
 

2.8. Noting this concern the council has actively responded to residents' feedback 
regarding this junction by reviewing its operation and personal injury collision history to 
determine if enhancements or alternative arrangements are necessary. These reviews 
have led to several improvements, including the installation of raised signal heads on 
Radford Road to enhance driver visibility, the addition of an indicative green arrow for 
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the right turn from Radford Road to Beake Avenue, and the implementation of a yellow 
box marking to reduce junction blocking and improve forward visibility. 
 

2.9. While the reviews and improvements set out above have enhanced the operation of 
this junction, the Council remains aware of residents' ongoing concerns and reports of 
collisions at this junction. 
 

2.10. To better understand these concerns a detailed review of personal injury collision 
records provided by the police for this junction over the last three full years was 
undertaken. These records (covering 2022-2024) indicate that, five collisions resulting 
in personal injury occurred at this junction. Of these, three collisions took place during 
peak periods, while the other two occurred at 10 PM. Four of the five collisions 
resulted in slight injuries, with the remaining collision classified as serious, involving a 
motorcycle. Three collisions involved right-turning traffic: two vehicles turning onto 
Engleton Road and one turning onto Beake Avenue. The remaining two collisions 
involved a shunt between two cars on Radford Road and a collision with a pedestrian 
on Engleton Road. Overall, it was concluded that no clear actionable pattern in terms 
of collision type or location within the junction could be determined and addressed 
through a specific engineering intervention from the available data.  
 

2.11. It is also noted that in addition to the recorded personal injury collisions referenced 
above, a number of damage only collisions, which are not recorded on Police records, 
are likely to have taken place at this junction. The Council is aware of at least three 
such collisions which has occurred at this location in 2025. As such, traffic signal 
modelling, supported by site observations have also been undertaken to ensure that 
an evidence-led approach can be taken to determine if and in what form any future 
changes to this location should be made. 
 

2.12. Site observations have been undertaken including a site meeting with the lead 
petitioner to review this location and assess the junction’s operation and potential 
options. Through this process several improvements were identified and have been 
actioned to aid driver attention and visibility. These improvements included the 
introduction of new signage on site reminding drivers to give way to oncoming traffic, a 
new extended cowling on the secondary signal head for west bound traffic on Radford 
Road, to avoid confusion for Engleton Road to Beake Avenue traffic, the re-siting of 
keep left bollards in the central splitter to aid forward visibility and the refresh of an 
existing yellow box marking (to be completed), to aid visibility and prevent junction 
blocking. 
 

2.13. Supporting site observations, an options review and traffic signal modelling has been 
undertaken to assess alternative forms of traffic control to the current traffic signal 
junction set-up. These options included reviewing proposals previously considered to 
convert the existing signal junction to a roundabout and modelling of the traffic signals 
to assess the impact of splitting the Radford Road west and east movements into 
separate stages, the result of which would remove any conflict between right turning 
and opposing traffic. As part of this modelling work, options to introduce push button 
controlled pedestrian facilities were also considered.  
 

2.14. In 2021 a detailed review of the junction was undertaken including an options 
appraisal to convert the existing signal-controlled junction to a roundabout. Options 
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assessed included the introduction of a single full-sized roundabout as well as two 
mini roundabouts as an alternative to the current arrangement. This review concluded 
that such a solution could not be introduced without significant utility diversions and 
would need to impact the adjacent public open space including the removal of 
established trees bordering the site. Special engineering difficulties including a large 
culvert in the vicinity of the scheme further prohibited a viable scheme being 
developed. The constraints previously identified remain and mean that at the current 
time the conversion of the current signal arrangement to a roundabout is not feasible. 
 

2.15. LINSIG traffic signal modelling is a software tool used to design and assess signalised 
junctions and networks. It allows traffic engineers to simulate traffic flows, optimise 
signal timings, and evaluate the performance of traffic signals in terms of capacity, 
delay, and queuing. By accurately modelling real-world conditions, we can help 
improve traffic efficiency, reduce congestion, and support informed decision-making 
when considering new or amending existing signal sites. 
 

2.16. The results of the modelling undertaken demonstrate that whilst splitting the junction 
into individual signal stages would reduce vehicular conflict, this approach will have 
several likely significant operational drawbacks. The modelling shows that currently 
the junction is operating efficiently and is below its maximum capacity resulting, 
typically, in minimal delay. The data shows that during the AM and PM Peak that the 
junction does not become overly saturated and that the mean max queue on Radford 
Road is 12 vehicles. In comparison splitting the junction to remove the conflict for right 
turning traffic would result in the junction becoming over saturated, particularly in the 
PM peak period when the mean max queue on Radford Road would increase by over 
500% to 75 vehicles.  
 

2.17. The modelling shows that such a configuration would substantially increase 
congestion on all approaches including, importantly, Radford Road. Such an 
arrangement would reduce the throughput of traffic, leading to a situation where 
current traffic volumes exceed the junction capacity. The result of this would be 
additional queuing delay of over 100 passenger cars per hour in peak period across all 
arms of the junction. This delay would be further intensified if a signalised pedestrian 
phase was added to the signals with data showing that the junction would near 
saturation under the current arrangement and significantly exceed it if implemented on 
the alternative arrangement where the movement on Radford Road is split.  
 

2.18. Additional delay at this junction can lead to a range of secondary impacts which need 
to be considered when determining an appropriate way forward. These impacts 
include: 

 Elevated noise and air pollution levels due to increased idling and stop-start traffic; 

 Higher levels of driver frustration, which can reduce compliance with traffic 
regulations, and increase risk; 

 A greater likelihood of red-light running and other unsafe driving behaviours; 

 An increase in the likelihood of shunt type collisions whilst drivers queue through 
the junction;  

 An increase in through traffic using local roads to avoid this junction, including the 
use of Three Spires Avenue, Poole Road, Bulwer Road and Cheveral Avenue 
which will create conflict and delay on the surrounding network. 
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2.19. Given these associated risks, it is recommended that alternative, less disruptive, 

interventions be considered. 
 

2.20. Having reviewed the operation of the junction it is suggested that by removing the 
dedicated right-turn stage and the indicative green arrow (IGA) signal, some conflict 
for right turning traffic could be reduced, whilst simplifying the signal layout which 
would reduce driver confusion. These measures could be introduced without 
significantly compromising the wider operation or capacity of the junction. In place of 
this, the installation of an additional all-red detection phase, combined with a far-sided 
signal head to manage right-turning traffic into Engleton Road, could offer a more 
efficient and targeted solution. This modification would not remove all right-turning 
conflict but could aid the operation of the junction for right turning traffic with little 
reduction in capacity, thereby maintaining overall junction efficiency and minimising 
unintended adverse impacts on the wider network that the alternative option of 
splitting Radford Road could cause. 

 
3. Results of consultation undertaken 
 
3.1. None undertaken directly because of this decision. 
 
 
4. Timetable for implementing this decision 
 
4.1. It is proposed that the measures recommended and as set out in section 2.20 would 

be implemented in the current financial year as part of the wider review of the Radford 
Road corridor which will be implemented later in 2025. 

 
 
5. Comments from the Director of Finance and Resources and the Director of Law 

and Governance 
 
5.1. Financial Implications 

It is anticipated that the proposed changes to the junction as set out in paragraph 2.20 
above could be implemented at a cost of £5000 and would be funded as part of the 
Radford Road corridor improvements that have been approved as part of the 2025/26 
Local Network Improvement Plan (LNIP) which is funded from the City Region 
Sustainable Transport Settlement (CRSTS). 
 

5.2. Legal Implications 
 No specific implications identified as part of this report. Any measures implemented as 
a direct recommendation of this report will be done so in the Council’s role as Local 
Highway Authority and in full compliance with relevant legislation. 

 
6. Other implications 

 
6.1. How will this contribute to the One Coventry Plan?  
 
 https://www.coventry.gov.uk/strategies-plans-policies/one-coventry-plan 
 

Page 54

https://www.coventry.gov.uk/strategies-plans-policies/one-coventry-plan


 

The recommendations set out within this report are intended to contribute to the 
priorities of the One Coventry Plan, including Improving outcomes and tackling 
inequalities within our communities and improving the economic prosperity of the city 
and regions. The introduction of the measures set out in section 2.20 of the report are 
intended to aid the operation of the road network and ensure the effective movement 
of goods, freight and services. 
 

6.2. How is risk being managed? 
 
No specific risks identified as part of this report. Any measures identified to be 
implemented as a direct recommendation of this report will be developed fully 
compliant to the relevant legislation, in this instance namely the Traffic Signs 
Regulations and General Directions 2016 (Statutory Instruments 2016 No.62) and 
Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984. 
 

6.3. What is the impact on the organisation? 
 
No direct impact. 
 

6.4. Equalities / EIA? 
 
No direct implications identified because of this report. The measures set out are 
intended to support and benefit all road users by aiding the operation of the traffic 
signal junction whilst addressing the concerns raised by residents within the petition. 
 

6.5. Implications for (or impact on) climate change and the environment? 
 
The measures set out within this report are intended to aid the effective operation of 
the network and reduce delay and congestion, both of which can contribute to 
increased vehicle-based emissions which are a leading cause of air pollution and the 
release of greenhouse gases. 
 

6.6. Implications for partner organisations? 
 
Recommendations contained within this report are intended to maintain traffic signal 
capacity at this important junction whilst addressing community concerns over right-
turning traffic and road safety. This is aligned with the interests of partner 
organisations, including blue light emergency services. By preserving overall junction 
efficiency and minimising delay; these measures help ensure the reliable and timely 
movement of vehicles through the network. Maintaining capacity also supports the 
wider transport system by reducing congestion, improving response times, and 
promoting safer, more predictable traffic flows—all of which contribute to public safety 
and operational effectiveness for road users. 
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Report author(s):  
Name: David Keaney 
Title: Head of Network Management 
 
Service Area: Traffic and Network Management 
 
 
Tel and email contact: 
Tel: 02476 977371 
Email: Head of Network Management 
 
Enquiries should be directed to the above person 
 

Contributor/approver 
name 

Title Service 
Area 

Date doc 
sent out 

Date response 
received or 
approved 

Contributors:     

Caroline Taylor/Michelle 
Salmon 

Governance 
Services 
Officer 

Law and 
Governance 

21/05/2025 21/05/2025 

Dan O’Neill Traffic and 
Road Safety 
Manager 

Traffic and 
Network 
Management 

20/05/2025 23/05/2025 

Robert Foy  UTMC Traffic 
Systems 
Manager 

Traffic and 
Network 
Management 

20/05/2025 23/05/2025 

     

Names of approvers 
for submission:  
(officers and members) 

    

Helen Williamson Finance 
Manager 

Financial 
Management 

21/05/2025 22/05/2025 

Rob Parkes Place Team 
Leader 

Law and 
Governance 

21/05/2025 23/05/2025 

John Seddon Strategic 
Lead – Policy 
and 
Innovation 

Transport 
and 
Innovation 

20/05/2025 23/05/2025 

Patricia Hetherton Cabinet 
Member for 
City Services 

- 30/05/2025 03/06/2025 

     

 
This report is published on the council's website: www.coventry.gov.uk/council-meetings   
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Cabinet Member for City Services                                                                  11 June 2025 
 
 
Name of Cabinet Member:  
Cabinet Member for City Services – Councillor P Hetherton 
 
Director Approving Submission of the report: 
Director of City Services and Commercial 
 
Ward(s) affected: 
Longford, St Michael’s, Wainbody, Westwood, Whoberley 
 
Title: 
Petitions Determined by Letter and Petitions Deferred Pending Further Investigations 
 
 
Is this a key decision? 
 
No. 
 

 
Executive Summary: 
 
In accordance with the City Council's procedure for dealing with petitions, those relating to 
traffic management, road safety and highway maintenance issues are considered by the 
Cabinet Member for City Services. 
 
In June 2015, amendments to the Petitions Scheme, which forms part of the 
Constitution, were approved in order to provide flexibility and streamline current practice. 
This change has reduced costs and bureaucracy and improved the service to the public. 
 
These amendments allow for a petition to be dealt with or responded to by letter without 
being formally presented in a report to a Cabinet Member meeting. 
 
In light of this, at the meeting of the Cabinet Member for Public Services on 15 March 2016, 
it was approved that a summary of those petitions received which were determined by 
letter, or where decisions are deferred pending further investigations, be reported to 
subsequent meetings of the Cabinet Member for Public Services (now Cabinet Member 
for City Services), where appropriate, for monitoring and transparency purposes. 
 
Appendix A to the report sets out petitions received relating to the portfolio of the Cabinet 
Member for City Services and how officers propose to respond to them. 
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Recommendations: 
 
Cabinet Member for City Services is recommended to: 
 
1) Endorse the actions being taken by officers as set out in Section 2 and Appendix A to 

the report in response to the petitions received. 
 
List of Appendices included: 
 
Appendix A – Petitions Determined by Letter and Petitions Deferred Pending Further 

Investigations
 
Background Papers 
 
None 
 
Other useful documents: 
 
Cabinet Member for Policing and Equalities Meeting 18 June 2015 - Report: 
Amendments to the Constitution – Proposed Amendments to the Petitions Scheme 
A copy of the report is available at: edmocracy.coventry.gov.uk. 
 
Has it been or will it be considered by Scrutiny?  
 
No 
 
Has it been or will it be considered by any other Council Committee, Advisory 
Panel or other body?  
 
No 
 
Will this report go to Council?  
 
No 
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Report title: Petitions Determined by Letter and Petitions Deferred Pending Further 
Investigations

 
1. Context (or background) 
 
1.1 In accordance with the City Council's procedure for dealing with petitions, those relating 

to traffic management, road safety and highway maintenance issues are considered by 
the Cabinet Member for City Services. 
 

1.2 Amendments to the Petitions Scheme, which forms part of the Constitution, were 
approved by the Cabinet Member for Policing and Equalities on 18 June 2015 and 
Council on 23 June 2015 in order to provide flexibility and streamline current practice. 

 
1.3 These amendments allow a petition to be dealt with or responded to by letter without 

being formally presented in a report to a Cabinet Member meeting. The advantages of 
this change are two-fold; firstly, it saves taxpayers money by streamlining the process 
and reducing bureaucracy. Secondly it means that petitions can be dealt with and 
responded to quicker, improving the responsiveness of the service given to the public. 

 
1.4 Each petition is still dealt with on an individual basis. The Cabinet Member considers 

advice from officers on appropriate action to respond to the petitioners’ request, which in 
some circumstances, may be for the petition to be dealt with or responded to without the 
need for formal consideration at a Cabinet Member meeting. In such circumstances and 
with the approval of the Cabinet Member, written agreement is then sought from the 
relevant Councillor/Petition Organiser to proceed in this manner. 

 
2. Options considered and recommended proposal 
 
2.1 Officers will respond to the petitions received by determination letter or holding letter as 

set out in Appendix A to the report. 
 

2.2 Where a holding letter is to be sent, this is because further investigation work is required 
of the matters raised. Details of the actions agreed are also included in Appendix A to 
the report.  

 
2.3 Once the matters have been investigated, a determination letter will be sent to the petition 

organiser or, if appropriate, a report will be submitted to a future Cabinet Member 
meeting, detailing the results of the investigations and subsequent recommended action.  

 
3. Results of consultation undertaken 
 
3.1 In the case of a petition being determined by letter, written agreement is sought from the 

relevant Petition Organiser and Councillor Sponsor to proceed in this manner. If they do 
not agree, a report responding to the petition will be prepared for consideration at a future 
Cabinet Member meeting. The Petition Organiser and Councillor Sponsor will be invited 
to attend this meeting where they will have the opportunity to speak on behalf of the 
petitioners. 
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4. Timetable for implementing this decision 
 
4.1 Letters referred to in Appendix A to the report will be sent out by July 2025. 
 
5. Comments from the Director of Finance and Resources and the Director of Law 

and Governance 
 
5.1 Financial implications 
  

There are no specific financial implications arising from the recommendations within 
this report. 
  

5.2 Legal implications 
 

There are no specific legal implications arising from this report. 
 

6. Other implications 
 
6.1 How will this contribute to the One Coventry Plan?  

(https://www.coventry.gov.uk/strategies-plans-policies/one-coventry-plan) 
 
Not applicable 
 

6.2 How is risk being managed? 
 
Not applicable 
 

6.3 What is the impact on the organisation? 
 
Determining petitions by letter enables petitioners’ requests to be responded to more 
quickly and efficiently. 
 

6.4 Equalities / EIA  
 
There are no public sector equality duties which are of relevance. 
 

6.5 Implications for (or impact on) climate change and the environment 
 
None 
 

6.6 Implications for partner organisations? 
 
None 
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Report author 
 
Name and job title: 
Martin Wilkinson 
Senior Officer - Traffic Management 
 
Service: 
City Services and Commercial 
 
Tel and email contact: 
Tel: 024 7697 7139 
Email: martin.wilkinson@coventry.gov.uk 
 
Enquiries should be directed to the above person. 
 

Contributor/ 
approver name 

Title Service Area Date doc 
sent out 

Date 
response 
received 
or 
approved 

Contributors:     

John Seddon Strategy Lead – 
Policy and Innovation 

City Services 
and Commercial 

29/05/25 29.5.2025 

David Keaney Head of Network 
Management 

City Services 
and Commercial 

29/05/25 29/05/2025 

Dan O’Neill Interim Traffic and 
Road Safety Manager 

City Services 
and Commercial 

29/05/25 29/05/2025 

Richard Ellis Engineer – Traffic 
Management 

City Services 
and Commercial 

29/05/25 30/05/25 

Michelle Salmon / 
Caroline Taylor 

Governance Services 
Officer 

Law and 
Governance 

29/05/25 29.5.2025 

Names of approvers 
for submission: 

    

Councillor Patricia 
Hetherton 

Cabinet Member for 
City Services 

- 29.5.25 3.6.25 

 
 
 
This report is published on the council's website:  
https://www.coventry.gov.uk/council-meetings 
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Appendix A – Petitions Determined by Letter and Petitions Deferred Pending Further Investigations 
 

Petition 
No. 

Petition Title  
No. of 

signatures 
Councillor 
Sponsor 

Type of letter to 
be sent to 

petition 
organiser(s) and 

sponsor 

Actions agreed 

e56/ 
24-25 

Westwood Road – 
Permit Parking 

94 
Councillor B 

Singh 
Determination 

The Council’s Highway Development 
Management Team has engaged with the 
Management Company of the Albany Student 
Village to ensure that they are adhering to the 
requirements set out in their car park 
management plan that tenants may not park on 
streets within a 3-mile radius of the site. Further 
monitoring will be undertaken during 2025 to 
assess the impact of this. 

e58/ 
24-25 

Green Lane – Yellow 
Lines 

17 N/A Determination 

Monitoring visits have been undertaken at the 
junction of Green Lane and Kenpas Highway 
service road. These have not identified a parking 
problem at the location highlighted. Therefore, it 
is not proposed to introduce any new waiting 
restrictions at the current time. Should the petition 
lead identify a specific issue or concern the 
Traffic Management Team will consider and 
review this as part of normal working activities. 
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26/ 
24-25 

Parking Restrictions – 
Albert Street, Leigh 
Street and Clarence 
Street 

15 
Councillor 
O’Boyle 

Determination 

An area-wide review of waiting restrictions is 
currently being undertaken following the 
introduction of parking charges at the Wellington 
Street car park. The petitioners’ request will be 
taken into consideration as part of the review and 
measures as appropriate will come forward as 
part of a future citywide review of waiting 
restrictions. Any new waiting restrictions or 
changes to existing restrictions are subject to a 
legal process; this includes a 21-day period 
during which interested parties may object. Any 
objections received must then be considered by 
the Council’s Cabinet Member for City Services. 

28/ 
24-25 

Baxter Close - 
junction with Jobs 
Lane - double yellow 
lines   

15 
Councillor 

Lapsa 
Determination 

The request will be considered for inclusion in the 
next citywide review of waiting restrictions.  Any 
new waiting restrictions or changes to existing 
restrictions are subject to a legal process; this 
includes a 21-day period during which interested 
parties may object. Any objections received must 
then be considered by the Council’s Cabinet 
Member for City Services. 

29/ 
24-25 

Windmill Road, 
Longford - Prevent 
HGV lorries from 
travelling along this 
road 

14 
Councillor 
Bigham 

Holding 

The issues raised will be investigated and a traffic 
survey undertaken. A formal response to the 
petition will be issued, once the investigations 
have been completed. 
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