
Thank you for the opportunity to provide evidence for the Parliament’s proposed Footway Parking and 
Double Parking (Scotland) Bill.  Your response date of 6 November is outwith the Council’s 
Committee cycle and I would advise that the response below will require to be homolugated by the 
Sustainabilty and Environment Policy and Development Committee on 25 November 2015.   
 
The Council would support the premise of the Bill, however there are a number of issues and 
consequences that should be considered in responding to the Evidence questions. 
 
Parking on the footway causes an unreasonable obstruction to not only able bodied pedestrians, but 
can cause extreme difficulty for the elderly, the mobility impaired and the visually impaired. 

 
The Council has, in the past, run campaigns to “keep footways clear” where we have actively targeted 
problem areas.  

  
However, in many areas within the city, e.g. Croftfoot or Knightswood there is little or no provision for 
off-street parking for residents and an accepted practice is for resident’s cars to park with two wheels 
one side of the road, since if the cars parked wholly on the road/ footway then it be obstructed. 

 
In other areas where commuter intrusion has blighted residential areas with cars parking on either the 
road or footway obstructively causing difficulty for pedestrians, deliveries and cleansing; the Council 
has introduced Resident Parking zones (RPZs).  These RPZs have been very successful in removing 
obstructive vehicles and improving the general amenity for residents. 

 
We do not receive a high number of complaints regarding footway obstruction and where we do these 
tend to be in shopping areas where obstruction is often from deliveries or service vehicles.  
 
A major consideration for the Council, given the current financial climate, would be the associated 
costs for implementation for exempted streets.  The Council notes that it is expected to “only 
designate (exempt areas) in exceptional circumstances e.g. streets where no other parking is 
available”.  However, the majority of social housing stock within Glasgow, both pre and post war was 
built with no off-street parking and narrow streets.  The practice of parking with two wheels on the 
footway is prevalent in many of these streets and it would be the necessary to exempt these areas to 
offer residents a continuity of practice.  Based on the costs provided within the explanatory notes, the 
cost to exempt streets within Glasgow could be in excess of £1M. 
 
Another minor consideration is the number of new signs that would require to be erected in residential 

streets, contrary to current Department of Transport policy.  Over-provision of traffic signs can have a 
detrimental impact on the environment and can dilute more important messages if resulting in 
information overload for drivers. 
 
The Council’s response to your questions follow: - 

 
1.       What are your experiences of parking on a footway or on a road next to a 

dropped kerb or double parking?  
 

The Council’s network is varied and the demand on kerbside space depends very 
much on the adjacent building use.  Where the parking/ servicing demand is high our 
experience is that obstructive parking is prevalent. 
 
The demand for use of kerbside space is high within the city centre and main 
shopping route and usually outweighs the finite availability.  These area are covered 
by TROs to manage and restrict parking and loading.  Compliance is generally good 
within these areas and the enforcement is undertaken in regular beats or where 
necessary using targeted enforcement. 
 
Similarly, the demand is high near to stadia which is covered by temporary TROs and 
targeted enforcement is undertaken during events. 
 
The demand for kerbside space can also be high in some residential areas, mainly 
due to a lack of off-street parking.   These areas tend to be where large pre and post 



war Council housing schemes (e.g. Knightswood, Croftfoot) were built and car 
ownership was very low.   The road widths are also narrow, unlike some of the 
Victorian housing stock where road widths are generous and can accommodate 
kerbside parking. 
 
As car ownership has increased, parking on the footway has become the norm, 
however it tends to be less obstructive with cars parking with two wheels on the 
footway only. 
 
The Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 currently allows the local roads authority to 
make regulations to regulate the road network to regulate obstructive parking.  It has 
not used these powers city wide due to a lack of resources in promoting the 
necessary TROs, but mainly because of the resource implications on our parking 
enforcement teams. 
 

2.       There are a number of exceptions whereby parking on a footpath, next to a 
dropped kerb or double parking would be permissible. Do you have a view on 
these exceptions? 

 
The Council does not consider that there should be any exceptions where parking on 
the footway would be permissible, unless exempted by Order.   
 
Similarly the Council does not consider that there should be any exemption for 
parking next to dropped kerb or double parking except by emergency service vehicles 
or local authority vehicles in pursuance of statutory duties.  These areas should be 
treated as if they are covered by current no waiting or loading restrictions. 
 

3.       What exceptions should be allowed, if any, to allow a vehicle to wait whilst 
parked on a footpath, next to a dropped kerb or double parked? 
 
As in 2 above, the Council does not consider that there should be any exceptions 
where waiting on the footway would be permissible, unless exempted by Order.   
 
Again, as in 2. Above, the Council does not consider that there should be any 
exemption for waiting next to dropped kerb or double parking except by emergency 
service vehicles or local authority vehicles in pursuance of statutory duties.  These 
areas should be treated as if they are covered by current no waiting or loading 
restrictions. 

 
4.       The Bill would allow local authorities to designate areas as being exempt from 

these restrictions. Do you have a view on what the criteria for exemption should 
be? 

 
As noted in 1. above there are some areas where partial parking of the footway may 
be permissible due to the lack of available residential off street parking.   
 
There is an issue in the funding of any additional TROs that has to allow any 
exemptions under this proposal.  Funding should be made available through Central 
Government to assist in the implementation of the Bill. 

 



6.       Enforcement of the Bill would be the responsibility of the Police (via fixed 
penalty notices) in areas where parking is criminalised or local authorities (via 
penalty charge notices) in areas where parking has been decriminalised. Do 
you have any comments in relation to how the Bill would be enforced?  

 
This would be where the Council’s main issue with the Bill lies.  There is existing 
legislation that allows enforcement of the proposals by Police Scotland.   
 
It is unclear as to how the Scottish Parliament expects local authorities to undertake 
this enforcement without additional resources.  To do so with existing resources will 
dilute where current enforcement duties provide most benefit: within city centres and 
on dedicated public transport corridors.   
 
The current resources available to the Council could not provide adequate city wide 
cover.  As a result any complaint would be deemed low priority, as it currently does 
with Police Scotland.  This would reduce the effectiveness of the Bill and is unlikely to 
meet the expectations of those making a complaint. 
 
The Council is also unclear as to the practicality of allowing a vehicle to park, with 
permission, in front of a footway crossing into a residential driveway.  This will lead to 
confusion and considerable practical difficulty for those who have to enforce this 
restriction.  From the information available, there seems to be a suggestion that 
Parking Attendants (PA) should ask the resident if they are allowing this?  This has 
two issues: - 
 

        Is it expected that the PA will ask the resident, which may lead to a 

confrontation? Or,  

 

        What if there is no-one in that household when the PA attends the 

site?  What does the PA do? 

6.       Are there any equality issues that arise as a consequence of the proposals in 
the Bill? 

 
The Council would recommend that the Scottish Parliament undertakes a full 
Equalities Impact Assessment as part of this process. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
  


