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PORTFOLIO AREA: Environment, Infrastructure & Transport

Date of Meeting:
8th November 2004

Public


Key Decision:
No
Recorded in Forward Plan:
No

Inside/Outside Policy Framework

Title:
RESIDENTS PETITION - GREENCROFT, BRAMPTON

Report of:
Head of Commercial & Technical Services

Report reference:
CTS 20/04

Summary:

A petition has been received from residents on Greencroft, Brampton requesting improvements to the road.   This report gives details of the petition received and outlines the actions which officers suggest should be taken.

Recommendations:

It is recommended that a site meeting be held to enable maintenance issues to be discussed.

Contact Officer:
Keith Poole
Ext:
 5101

1. BACKGROUND INFORMATION AND OPTIONS

1.1
A petition has been received from residents on Greencroft, Brampton requesting improvements to the pavements on their street.   A copy of the petition is enclosed together with a number of photographs of the street showing its general condition.

1.2
The street is an adopted highway and has been maintained by the City Council under claimed rights since April 2001.   Prior to that date it was maintained by the County Council.   The petitioners make reference to the fact that a County Council officer has informed them 3 years ago that this street was on a rolling programme for repair.   Enquiries to the County Council have failed to identify any details of this programme.

1.3
City Council Officers have inspected the street and they have concluded that it would be unlikely to qualify for funding from the County Council as a priority assessed scheme which would enable the pavements to be reconstructed.   It is proposed that officers will continue to carry out regular inspections of this street to identify any potential dangers which can be repaired immediately.   It is further proposed that, as requested by the residents, a site meeting take place with council officers and relevant members and residents.   This meeting will be an opportunity to discuss the areas which are giving concern to residents and perhaps enable a programme of minor repairs to be agreed and implemented.   Members should be aware however that the highways maintenance allocation from the County Council has fallen in recent years and priority must be given to the repair of potential dangers.   This limits the funding available for planned and preventative maintenance.

2. CONSULTATION

2.1 Consultation to Date.

Consultation has taken place with officers at Capita previously responsible for this road.

2.2 Consultation proposed.

As set out in the report it is proposed that a site meeting of all interested parties be held.

3. RECOMMENDATIONS

It is recommended that a site meeting be held to enable maintenance issues to be discussed.

4. REASONS FOR RECOMMENDATIONS

Discussions with residents will enable officers to establish which areas of the street are causing them concern.

5. IMPLICATIONS

· Staffing/Resources –  Not Applicable.

· Financial –  Any works which it is agreed to carry out will be funded from the Claimed Rights Budget.

· Legal –  Not Applicable.

· Corporate –  Not Applicable.

· Risk Management –  Regular inspections of all streets are carried out to identify potential hazards which can be repaired as soon as possible.

· Equality Issues –  Not Applicable.

· Environmental –  It would be desirable to enhance the appearance of this and many other streets but budget limitations prevent this.

· Crime and Disorder –  Not Applicable.

· Impact on Customers –  
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Dear Sirs,
re:  Greencroft/Greenfield Pavements, Brampton, Cumbria.

We, the undersigned, wish to place on record our deep concern regarding the state of

our pavements on the above street. The houses were built in 1960/61 and since that time,
apart from the odd patching here and there, no major improvements have been carried

out. The residents have been asking for improvements for the past 20 years, and have been
informed that due to lack of resources, different department takeovers etc, nothing could be
done. 3 years ago, we were informed by a representative from the County Council
department at Brampton that our street repairs were on a rolling programme of work to be
carried out. This year again, we have had two workmen carrying out a small amount of
patching work. Surely it is time that something positive was done, how much longer do the
residents have be put off by the minimum amount of maintenance?

We respectfully request a site meeting to discuss this ongoing problem with the relevant
authority.

Yours sincerely,
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Dear Sirs,
re: Greencroft/Greenfield Pavements, Brampton, Cumbria.

We, the undersigned, wish to place on record our deep concern regarding the state of

our pavements on the above street. The houses were built in 1960/61 and since that time,
apart from the odd patching here and there, no major improvements have been carried

out. The residents have been asking for improvements for the past 20 years, and have been
informed that due to lack of resources, different department takeovers etc, nothing could be
done. 3 years ago, we were informed by a representative from the County Council
department at Brampton that our street repairs were on a rolling programme of work to be
carried out. This year again, we have had two workmen carrying out a small amount of
patching work. Surely it is time that something positive was done, how much longer do the
residents have be put off by the minimum amount of maintenance?

We respectfully request a site meeting to discuss this ongoing problem with the relevant
authority.
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