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Proposed Changes to Waiting and Parking Restrictions High Road, Trimley St Mary
Brief Summary of Report
1. To consider objections to the advertised Traffic Regulation Order (TRO) for the introduction of and changes to the waiting restrictions on High Road, Trimley St Mary.
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 Trimley St Mary) (C370 High Road and U3113 Station Road) (Prohibition and Restriction of Waiting and Revocation) Order 201- as advertised.


Reason for Recommendation

3. The waiting restrictions on High Road are proposed to prevent vehicles parking at the end of the school keep clear markings.  Vehicles that park on the north east side of High Road obscure visibility along the road which can make crossing High Road difficult. 
Alternative Options

4. Leave the current situation as it is, or re-advertise the proposals to include restrictions on both sides of High Road.
Main Body of Report

Background
5. The proposed measures have come from information gathered from local councillors, the emergency services, Suffolk County Council school travel plan officers, the primary school, the school crossing patrol officer and local residents.
6. The draft Traffic Regulation Order, including the schedule of advertised proposals, is included in Appendix A.
7. Plans of the advertised proposals are included in Appendix B.
8. Comments and objections received during the advertising period are shown in Appendix C.
Consultation

9. The County Councillor for Felixstowe North and Trimley, Trimley St Mary Parish Council, the local police and SCC school travel plan officers were consulted throughout the process and support the proposals.
10. The following parties were also consulted but did not make any formal comments; East Anglian Ambulance Service, Suffolk Fire Services, Suffolk Preservation Society, Automobile Association, RAC Motoring Services Road Haulage Association and the Freight Transport Association.
Objections and Officer Comment (Appendix C)
11. One objection was received during the advertisement period.  The objector raised concerns with a single element of the proposals.
Objection: High Road (Appendix C)
12. One objection was received to the proposals on High Road.  The objector stated that they would support the introduction of waiting restrictions on High Road, but the proposed times and design are not suitable.
13. The objector is concerned that vehicles block their driveway, 111 High Road, on a regular basis and the proposals will not prevent this.
14. The objector believes that there is no justification for the proposals with the current timed restriction on the north east side of High Road. 
15. The objector has asked that proposals are switched to the south west side of High Road.
Officer Comments: High Road (Appendix D: ET02235-07-001)
16. Further clarification from the objector was required and details are shown in paragraphs 12 – 15 of this report. 

17. The objector was offered a white H marking outside across their driveway to reduce the number of vehicles parking in this location.  This was turned down by the objector. 

18. The proposals on High Road were designed in conjunction with the local primary school, and the school crossing patrol officer.  The restriction on the north east side of the road best improves visibility along High Road, which will help when crossing the road.
19. The primary school is encouraging use of the additional pedestrian accesses into the school.  One of these is outside of the current length of school keep clear zig-zags.  Due to Department for Transport regulations the existing school keep clear zig-zags can not be extended.
20. The objector states that they experience problems at school arrival and departure times.  These proposals are unlikely to significantly worsen the situation.
21. If the proposals were to be amended there would be a delay as the whole process associated with preparing and advertising the TRO will need to start afresh.  There is no guarantee that the revised proposals would not be subject to objections.
22. In recognition of the above comments on balance it is recommended that the restrictions are introduced without amendments. 
Human Rights Act 1998

23. The objections need to be considered in the light of the Human Rights Act 1998, Section 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).

Other rights may also be affected including individuals' rights to respect for private and family life and home.

24. 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. 

25. 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

a) Information stored electronically under scheme file and on file 500/527/00. 
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