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1.0   SUMMARY

1.1. This report considers an objection to the proposed Traffic Regulation Order to 
introduce waiting restrictions on Main Street, Stanbury.

2.0   BACKGROUND

2.1. At its meeting on the 19 July 2018 this committee approved as part of its Safer 
Roads Programme, a scheme to introduce a Traffic Regulation Order on Main Street, 
Stanbury.

2.2. The Order has been promoted to resolve concerns over parking opposite the 
entrance to Stanbury Primary School. The restrictions will prohibit waiting between 
the hours of 8.00am and 6.00pm, Mondays to Fridays, are proposed to encourage 
the free flow of traffic, preventing congestion, and to improve the safety of 
pedestrians at the entrance to the school. The proposals were formulated following 
consultation with Stanbury Primary School, residents and other interested parties 
following a public meeting.

2.3. The proposals are attached as Appendix 1.

2.4. The Traffic Regulation Order was formally advertised between the 24 January 2019 and 
14 February 2019. Three objections were received, two were withdrawn following 
clarification of the restrictions, one from a resident of Stanbury remains outstanding. 

2.5. A summary of the points of objection and corresponding officer comments is 
tabulated below: -

Objectors concerns Officer comments
1. Facilitating the passage of traffic:

(i)  anyone who lives in Stanbury is aware 
that, other than periods of 8.50 to 9.20 am 
in the morning and 2.50 to 3.20pm Monday 
to Friday during School terms traffic 
generally flows through the village perfectly 
smoothly, including through the area that is 
the subject of the proposed Order. As such 
I would question the need for such order 
for the reason stated. 

(ii) It is clear that during the periods 
mentioned in 1(i) above traffic in the stretch 
of road that is the subject of the proposed 
order can become blocked but I would 
question as to how imposing the order 
would solve or improve this situation.  Due 
to the existing no-waiting area inferno of 
the School entrance vehicles can only be 

While the order was originally considered 
following concerns over parking around 
school starting and leaving times, Officer 
observations identified congestion 
problems occur throughout morning and 
evening peaks. The provision of waiting 
restrictions throughout the peak period will 
provide a passing place at the busiest 
times.

By creating a passing place, vehicles 
including buses and larger vehicles will 
have the opportunity to pull in to allow 
vehicles travelling in the opposite direction 
to pass. 
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parked on the opposite east-bound lane, 
usually three or four maximum, which still 
mean that the west-bound lane is free for 
traffic movement, including buses, and this 
arrangement works perfectly adequately at 
all other times of the day.

If the waiting restriction is imposed it may 
provide a clear stretch of road outside the 
school entrance where two lanes of traffic, 
perhaps made up of 4 or 5 cars in line can 
pass both ways, but again it is clear that 
during these congested periods the traffic 
beyond both ends of the subject stretch of 
road are squeezing along a single lane as 
the other lane is occupied by cars parked 
by parents of children attending the school. 
This means that although two lanes of 
traffic may be able to get into the stretch of 
road that is the subject of the Order but 
they will not be able to progress beyond 
this point as the exit lanes are blocked by 
lines of traffic up to perhaps 15 vehicles in 
length. I am not convinced therefore that 
the proposed Order will facilitate the 
passage of traffic as suggested.

(iii) I would ask if therefore if appropriate 
traffic modelling has been undertaken to 
illustrate that the proposed traffic order 
measures will in fact solve the current 
problems that are obviously created by the 
sheer numbers of school children parents 
cars driving into the village at the same 
time, parking on every available road side 
space and restricting the ability of the 
subject stretch of road to perform as it does 
at all other times of the day.

Parked vehicles can reduce the road width 
to a single lane for a significant length of 
the Main Street. While the proposals will 
not remove congestion along the whole 
length of Main Street entirely, creation of a 
passing place will ease the problems.

The proposals will not solve the current 
problems, they will however ease them 
while still allowing for parking amenity 
throughout the rest of the village. Traffic 
modelling at this site would not assist as it 
is primarily to assess capacity at junctions 
and the impact of development.

2. Preserving or improving the amenities of 
the area:

(i)  The availability of on-street parking has 
been an essential amenity for some of the 
residents of Stanbury, including myself, for 
decades due to the nature of the type of 
housing and layout of the village that 

While the proposals will reduce parking 
capacity, they are designed to minimise 
the loss while still addressing road safety 
concerns. There are few residential 
frontages along the affected length of Main 
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means off-street parking is not universally 
available.  The restriction or removal of the 
ability to use the stretch of road that is the 
subject of the proposed Order would there 
mean a loss, and not the improvement of 
such amenity.  Admittedly, alternative on 
street parking may be possible in other 
parts of the village but this would cause 
security problems for such vehicle owners, 
the possibility of other house owners being 
adversely affected by such parking and 
some elderly residents being put at risk by 
having to walk some distance between 
their home and their remotely parked car.

(ii)    It strikes me therefore that the only 
improvement of amenity would be that 
enjoyed by parents travelling to the village 
to drop off and pick up their children from 
the School, with such benefits being at the 
cost of people who live and work in the 
village.

Street. 

The proposals are not designed to improve 
amenity for parents, they are proposed to 
improve road safety and reduce 
congestion.

3. Avoiding danger to persons or other 
traffic using the road:

(i) I would initially question how many 
recorded accidents have occurred on the 
subject stretch of road over the last 30 
years that justify the propose order?  

(ii) Again it is clear that during the short, 
School drop-off and pick-up times traffic 
moves very slowly through the village and 
sometimes becomes temporarily blocked. 
 However, by default this slowing down 
effect on through traffic means that it 
actually becomes safer for pedestrians.

(iii) During the 95% of the day that is not 
affected by the school traffic congestion 
residents of the village rely on the existing 
speed 20mph speed restrictions to control 
through traffic, and again as many 
residents will know these speed restrictions 
are often ineffective particularly with regard 
to vehicles approaching the village from the 
West that often pick up speed coming up 
the hill past the silent Inn to speeds often 

There are no recorded accidents resulting 
in injury at this site over the last 5 years. 
There have however been a number of 
reports of near misses.

The speed of vehicles at school drop off 
and pick up times is not a major concern. 
There is no pavement directly outside the 
school, parents and children therefore 
have to share limited carriageway width 
with passing vehicles, be it travelling at a 
slow speed.

The proposed restrictions are for a length 
of 40m and should not affect the speed of 
vehicles throughout the village, which are 
being monitored by Officers.
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between 30 and 40mph and because of the 
downward slope into the Village from the 
bus junction with Hob Lane will not slow 
down until they reach the Church where 
the road narrows.  The existing chicane at 
the western end of the village will have a 
slowing effect when vehicles meet this 
point at the same time, but the reality is 
that many vehicles have a clear approach 
from the West and excessive speeds 
create a safety risk.
Once again long time residents appreciate 
that cars parked on the street at the 
western end of the Village  can create act 
as an informal chicane, having a traffic 
slowing effect, and the removal of these 
informal chicane arrangements will have 
the result of traffic using the subject stretch 
of road without any impediment and thus 
making life more dangerous for 
pedestrians.  The proposed traffic order 
would therefore in my opinion increase the 
risk to residents and other pedestrians in 
the Village rather than improving road 
safety as the Order suggests.

In summary, having had three children and 
one grandchild of my own attending 
Stanbury School I am appreciative of the 
absolute requirement to preserve the 
safety of children, staff and parents going 
to and from the School but in this instance I 
am not convinced that the proposed traffic 
order will have any real safety 
improvement effects.  Similarly, and unless 
evidence is available to the contrary, I 
question the voracity of the reasoning 
behind the Order that it will also improve 
amenity and traffic flow.

The traffic congestion issue is clearly 
caused not by the handful of vehicles that 
may be parked on the subject stretch of 
road, but simply by the sheer volume of 
cars that concentrate in the Village for the 
hour each weekday covering school drop-
off and pick up times - the proposed order 
therefore is trying to address the symptoms 

Parked vehicles either side of the 
proposed restriction will still act as an 
informal chicane. Speeds should not 
therefore be affected. 

Noted, please see other comments.

The proposals will provide a passing place 
to reduce congestion caused by the 
volume of vehicles travelling through the 
village in both directions. The problems 
are worst at school drop off and pick up 
times, but are not limited to these times.
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of the problem and not its cause and as a 
result it is residents of the Village who are 
most negatively affected.  As such the 
solution may lie in better management of 
School traffic rather than imposing new 
traffic regulations that may not even make 
the situation any better.  I would therefore 
request answers to the following questions:

1.  Has a traffic management plan been 
prepared for the School that will assist car 
driving parents to adopt more sensitive 
parking arrangements that will allow them 
to park temporarily and give them time to 
take their children into school whilst also 
keeping traffic flowing and protecting 
Village residents amenity? If not will the 
Highways Authority agree to work with the 
School to prepare such a plan?  If a plan 
has been prepared and implemented has 
there been any assessment as to why it 
was not successful

2.  Has the School considered the use of 
arrangements to stagger class start and 
finishing times that would reduce the 
number of children and cars arriving in the 
Village at the same time?  If not could such 
arrangements be considered?

3.  As the traffic congestion problems 
predominantly occur during school drop-off 
and pick-up times, why is it necessary to 
impose the proposed restrictions Monday 
to Friday between the hours of 8am and 
6pm, including those weeks covered by 
school holidays?

4.  As the suggested positive effects of the 
proposed traffic restrictions are clearly 
questionable in my opinion, would it be 
possible to pilot the restrictions fro a period 
of say 3-4 weeks in order to see if any 
improvements to traffic flow and safety 
were in fact forthcoming?  

The Council continues to work with the 
school to explore better management of 
school generated traffic through education 
and publicity but school generating traffic 
continues to be high at drop of and pick up 
times.

Pre school classes start times are already 
staggered. While the school has 
considered staggering starts and finishes 
throughout the school, the size of the 
school (two years per class) and limited 
staffing resources would make this 
impractical. 

See 1 (i) above

Officers consider the positive effect of the 
proposals are not questionable. The site 
will however be monitored post 
introduction.
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3.0   OTHER CONSIDERATIONS

4.0   FINANCIAL & RESOURCE APPRAISAL

4.1. A budget of £7,000 has been allocated from the Safer Roads Budget. The project 
can be delivered within budget.

5.0   RISK MANAGEMENT AND GOVERNANCE ISSUES

5.1. There are no significant risks arising from this report.

6.0   LEGAL APPRAISAL

6.1. There are no specific issues arising from this report. The course of action proposed is 
in general accordance with the Councils power as Highway Authority and Traffic 
Regulation Authority.

7.0   OTHER IMPLICATIONS

7.1. EQUALITY & DIVERSITY

There are no issues arising from the Council’s Equality & Diversity Strategy.

7.2. SUSTAINABILITY IMPLICATIONS

There are no significant Sustainability implications arising from this report.

7.3. GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS IMPACTS

There is no impact on the Council's own and the wider District's carbon footprint and 
emissions from other greenhouse gases arising from this report.

7.4. COMMUNITY SAFETY IMPLICATIONS

The introduction of some of the waiting restrictions in the Order will be beneficial in 
terms of road safety.

7.5. HUMAN RIGHTS ACT

None
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7.6. TRADE UNION

None

7.7. WARD IMPLICATIONS

Ward members have been consulted on the advertised Traffic Regulation Order.

7.8. AREA COMMITTEE ACTION PLAN IMPLICATIONS

None

8.0   NOT FOR PUBLICATION DOCUMENTS

None

9.0   OPTIONS

9.1. That the objection be overruled and the Traffic Regulation Order be sealed and 
implemented as advertised.

9.2. That the Traffic Regulation Order be modified to restrict the operational times of the 
prohibition to school drop off and pick up times, Mondays to Fridays 8.30am to 
9.30am and 3.00pm to 4.00pm, 1 September to 31 July

9.3. That the objections be upheld.

9.4. Councillors may propose an alternative course of action.

10.0 RECOMMENDATIONS

10.1. That the objection be overruled and  the proposed Traffic Regulation Order as shown 
on drawing no. P/HS/TRN/104132/0022/CON-1A  be implemented as advertised.

10.2. That the objector be informed accordingly.

11.0 APPENDICES

Appendix 1 – drawing No. P/HS/TRN/104132/0022/CON-1A

12.0 BACKGROUND DOCUMENTS

12.1 none 
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