THE SCOTTISH NATIONAL FEDERATION FOR THE BLIND
Response to Consultation Paper on the Proposed Regulation of Dropped Kerbs and Pavement Parking (Scotland) Bill
The Scottish National Federation for the Welfare of the Blind is an umbrella body which encompasses all voluntary organisations and the majority of local authorities in Scotland who are in contact with blind and partially-sighted people. It provides a forum for networking, discussion and training and also provides a unified voice for lobbying on specific issues and responding to consultations.
We welcome the opportunity to reply to this consultation paper and give comments below based on the questions posed:
1) Pedestrians, particularly those who are elderly, have poor sight or other mobility problems, as well as mothers with young children will be able to use designated crossing points and pavements as intended without obstruction by parked vehicles.
2) We would agree that indiscriminate parking is unacceptable for the above reasons, but would worry about the priority given by local authorities to enforcement, particularly in times of financial stringency. It would seem wasteful of public resources to introduce a Bill if there is no compulsion on local authorities to implement it. It is also possible that, in some narrow streets which are not yellow-lined, congestion would increase with a ban on pavement parking.
3) It is our understanding that the current TRO system allows local authorities choice on a local basis. This system will always lead to inconsistency on a countrywide basis. Allowing exemptions would presume that all dropped kerbs would require to be identified, and perhaps surveyed, again a major cost burden on local authorities.
4) Fixed penalty fines are the obvious answer. Pursuing offences through the courts would be expensive and time consuming.
5) The same level as other parking fines for consistency.
6) Our local authority members raised concerns that there was no funding attached to the proposed Bill and felt that additional staff would be required at extra cost to them. Where authorities already collect parking fines themselves this might be outweighed. There may be savings through less damage to pavements, though in the current climate minor road damage is not repaired anyway.
7) The mobility of blind and partially sighted people and their safety from harm will be much improved if indiscriminate parking is curtailed. It may make the sighted population appreciate the difficulties and dangers caused by parking on pavements.
8) It is not clear from the consultation document whether or not it refers to all dropped kerbs. Should a dropped kerb to allow vehicular access to a private driveway be treated in the same way as one at a designated crossing point with tactile paving? We would contend that the latter is enforced, but that the former need not be. 
