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Suffolk County Council (Parish of Barrow Cum Denham) (C639 Colethorpe Lane) (40mph Speed Limit and Revocation) Order 201-
Brief Summary of Report
1. To consider objections to the advertised Traffic Regulation Order (TRO) to reduce the length of the 30mph speed but extend the length of the speed limit by introducing a long length of 40mph on Colethorpe Road, Barrow.
Action Recommended

	2. That the Portfolio Holder for Roads, Transport and Planning be recommended to approve the making of the Suffolk County Council (Parish of Barrow cum Denham) (C639 Colethorpe Lane) (40mph Speed Limit and Revocation) Order 201– as advertised.


Reason for Recommendation

3. The proposed changes to the speed limit along Colethorpe Road will assist in managing the speed of vehicles in accordance with the frontage development, including a length of road presently at the national speed limit, and provide a graduated speed reduction on the approach to the village, 40mph, 30mph and 20’s Plenty near the school.
Alternative Options

4. Do nothing. 

Main Body of Report

Background
5. Various traffic management measures have been implemented over the last few years to assist speed management through the village.  These have included an additional chicane near the shops, assisting pedestrians through the village, a new footpath near the school and an improved crossing point.  There is an outstanding request for the speed limit to be extended along Colethorpe Lane from the Parish Council. 
6. The investigation into the 30mph speed limit extension request showed that the existing speed of traffic between the school and start of the 30mph speed limit was in the 40s.  Through this length there are 14 properties, the majority of which do not front directly on to the road.
7. A graduated speed limit is considered to provide the most effective way for managing speeds at the location and also allows a speed limit to be extended.
8. The draft Traffic Regulation Order, including schedule of advertised proposal and plan, is included in Appendix A.
Consultation
9. Consultation on this matter has been undertaken with the Parish Council, Councillor Terry Clements, District Council, the Police and affected residents.  The Parish Council and County Councillor have continued to support the proposal having considered the objections raised by some residents.
10. The following parties were also consulted but did not make any formal comments:
a) St Edmundsbury Borough Council
b) Road Haulage Association

c) Freight Transport Association

11. The draft Traffic Regulation Order was advertised in the press and on site from 15 March to 8 April 2011, with a 21 day period for representation.
Objections
12. Three objections have been received. and are at Appendix B.
13. The reasons for the objections are :- 

d) The 40mph extension should be implemented but it should start from the existing 30mph speed limit.

e) The 30mph should be extended.
f) The speeds are already over 30mph and if they could do 40, how fast would they go.

g) There are no footpaths; the changes will increase the danger to pedestrians, cyclists and horse riders. 
h) The 30mph speed limit will start very close to the school.
i) Stating Department for Transport 30 mph should be the norm in villages. 

j) No changes should be made and additional engineering works considered.
k) Introduce a footpath along the whole length.
l) Additional HGVs could be using the road increasing the danger.
Officer’s Comments 

14. The speed management panel’s original decision was to support the proposed 40mph.  This is because drivers tend to adjust their speeds to the surrounding environment far more than they do to speed limit signs.  In this case, there is not enough visible roadside development to meet the criteria for a 30mph limit.  The road is more suitable for a 40mph limit.

15. The relatively high speed of traffic currently using the road suggests that the speed limit is not appropriate.

16. There is a concern from residents that increasing the speed limit will increase the speed of traffic.  The current measured speeds in this area are in keeping with the proposed 40mph speed limit and therefore a good level of compliance is expected.  However, to address the concerns of the residents, following implementation of the new limit the speeds will be monitored and if the speeds have significantly increased speed management treatments will be considered at the start of the new limit.
17. There is certain information from the Department of Transport relating to the why a 40mph is the correct speed limit.

m) The number of properties along this length is 14.  Specification for a 30mph is 20 or more houses in 600 metres.  Speed limits should be reflective of road geometry and characteristics.
n) A length of 640 metres is required to ensure it can be enforced.  This information, plus forward visibility of the speed limit signs, were both used in determining the length of the 40mph speed limit.
o) Guidance does state where appropriate a 30mph should be the normal in a village.  The 30mph speed limit does stay in place through the major developed part of the village.
Human Rights Act 1998

18. The objection needs to be considered in the light of the Human Rights Act 1998, S. 6 of which prohibits public authorities from acting in a way which is incompatible with the European Convention on Human Rights.  Two specific convention rights may be relevant:

Entitlement to a fair and public hearing in the determination of a person's civil and political rights (Convention Article 6) which includes property rights and can include opportunities to be heard in the consultation process; and

Peaceful enjoyment of possessions (including property), subject to the State's right to enforce such laws as it deems necessary to control the use of property in accordance with the general interest (First Protocol Article 1).

19. Regard must be had to the fair balance that has to be struck between the competing interests of the individual and of the community as a whole.  Both public and private interests are to be taken into account in the exercise of the Council's powers and duties as a traffic authority.  Any interference with a Convention right must be necessary and proportionate. 

20. The Council is required to consider carefully the balance to be struck between individual rights and the wider public interest.  In this case, officers consider that the interference with Convention rights, if there is any, will be justified in order to secure the significant benefits in improving access and road safety.
	Sources of further Information

p) Correspondence held on file R:/Transport and Infrastructure/Traffic Management/Barrow/Other TROs.
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