
Cabinet 
Tuesday 15 August 2017 

Item No 5.6  

Objections to Proposed Traffic Regulation Order 
School Streets Lasswade Primary School 

Report by Ricky Moffat, Head of Commercial Operations 

1 Purpose of Report 

The purpose of this report is to update Cabinet on the response to 
consultations and advertising of a proposed Traffic Regulation Order for the 
introduction of School Streets (banning most driving at times, with some 
exemptions) around Lasswade Primary School.  The Council is invited to 
consider objections, and to seek approval for making the Order 

2 Background 

2.1 At its meeting of 28 June 2016 Council agreed to support the introduction of 
‘School Streets’ at Kings Park Primary, Dalkeith, and Lasswade Primary, 
Bonnyrigg.  Following this decision, informal consultation was carried out in 
September 2016 on the principle and extent of School Street restrictions.  
Letters were sent to parents/carers (via pupils at the school), and to residents 
of surrounding streets, and were made available on-line (including on site 
notices on-site), seeking comments to the proposals.  There also had 
previously been coverage of the proposals in the local press.  Some 261 
responses were received, with 226 (87%) in support and 27 (10%) opposed to 
the principle, with 8 (3%) blank/other replies 

2. 2 The majority of replies supported extending the restrictions to all five
Pendreich streets - View, Drive, Terrace, Avenue, and Grove (see map 
Appendix 1).  Similarly, the majority of replies supported the longer time 
restriction, i.e. including morning finish and afternoon start times for the 
nursery sessions Monday-Thursday, and the finish time for the Friday 
afternoon nursery session, even though these did not coincide or overlap with 
school start or finish times. 

2.3 Following further consideration of the responses by officers, the Traffic 
Regulation Order as proposed covers the full extent of the five streets: 
Pendreich View, Drive, Terrace, Avenue, and Grove, as detailed in  
Appendix 1. 

The proposed times include school start/finish times, extended earlier in 
morning and later in the afternoon to allow for similar nursery start/finish times 
as shown in the table. 



Mon -Thu 8:15 -9:00 

3:10 – 3:55 pm 

Fridays 8:15 -9:00 

12:10 – 12:55 pm 

The Monday - Thursday nursery morning finish and afternoon start, and 
Friday afternoon nursery finish are not included, as school children are not 
starting or finishing then, nursery children should be supervised by 
parents/carers and traffic levels are lower. 

2.4 In response to advertising the proposed Traffic Regulation Order, 17 
objections were received to the proposal (10 fewer than had opposed the 
principle at the earlier consultation). Twelve of these were from people 
wanting to drive to/from the school, and five were from others residents of 
nearby areas wanting their street to be included or who felt their area would 
be adversely affected.  The full contents of the objections are included in 
Appendix 2 (names/addresses have been redacted) and a summary of the 
main points and responses are contained in Appendix 3 (in order received). 

2.5 Of the 17 objectors, 6 were from parents/carers from the Westmill area of 
Lasswade, three were from Newtongrange, three were from streets near to, 
but outside of the proposed restricted area, two were from other parts of 
Bonnyrigg, and there was one each from Easthouses, Woodburn, and rural 
Lasswade. 

2.6 The proposed Traffic Regulation Order can be made in full if the objections 
are rejected, or in part (e.g. to cover a smaller area, or less time) if Cabinet 
agrees that a lesser restriction would be preferred.  As there were significantly 
more responses to the informal consultation in favour of the larger area, it is 
recommended that the Order is made in full 

3 Report Implications 

3.1 Resource 

The cost of making the Traffic Regulation Order, installing signs, and issuing 
permits for residents can be met from within existing budgets. 

3.2 Risk 

If the Traffic Regulation Order is not made, there will be a continued risk to 
pupils in and around the school from traffic.  If the Traffic Regulation Order is 
made and the problems suggested by some of the objectors occur on other 
roads further work may be required. 



3.3 Single Midlothian Plan and Business Transformation 
Themes addressed in this report: 

 Community safety 
 Adult health, care and housing 
 Getting it right for every Midlothian child  
 Improving opportunities in Midlothian  
 Sustainable growth 
 Business transformation and Best Value 
 None of the above 

3.4 Key Priorities within the Single Midlothian Plan 

Reducing injury, road accidents, Increasing walking and cycling as a mode of 
transport. 

3.5 Impact on Performance and Outcomes 

Resolution of this matter will contribute to the Council’s response to the issues 
raised by parents/carers and residents, and help achieve injury accident 
reduction targets. 

3.6 Adopting a Preventative Approach 

Reducing traffic around the school should help reduce the possibility of road 
accidents, traffic congestion and pollution. 

3.7 Involving Communities and Other Stakeholders 

The intention to restrict motor traffic in streets around Lasswade Primary 
School was notified by press advert, street and on-line notices, and direct 
communication with Community Council, emergency services and other 
stakeholders.  No objections were received from these organisations, but 17 
objections were received from individuals. 

3.8 Ensuring Equalities 

An equalities impact assessment has been carried out. Blue badge holders 
are exempt from the restrictions. 

3.9 Supporting Sustainable Development 

Encouraging more use of walking and cycling, and discouraging use of motor 
vehicles will contribute to sustainable travel habits. 

3.10 IT Issues 

There are no IT issues arising from this report. 



4 Summary 

4.1  The proposed Traffic Regulation Order would restrict use of Pendreich View, 
Drive, Terrace, Avenue, and Grove during the periods when pupils are 
walking to and from the school.  This principle was supported by over 200 
people who responded to informal consultation.  17 people objected to the 
proposed Traffic Regulation Order when the details were published.  Council 
is being asked to decide whether to uphold these objections and withdraw or 
amend the proposals, or to reject the objections and agree to make the Traffic 
Regulation Order. 

4.2 Most respondents to informal consultation supported restricting traffic around 
the school.  Objectors suggest it will cause other problems further away and or 
make it harder for them to take children to or from the school. 

4.3 Although there were 17 objections to the proposed Order, there were many 
more responses to the informal consultation (which supported the principle of 
School street restrictions and including all five Pendriech streets) suggesting 
that this is a more accurate assessment of public opinion.   

5 Recommendations 

5.1 Cabinet is invited to: 

(a) Consider the objections detailed in Appendix 2, and the responses to 
the objections in Appendix 3; and 

(b) following such consideration, authorise the making of Traffic Regulation 
Order T5.3.8 to introduce traffic restrictions around Lasswade Primary 
School. 

25 July 2017 

Report Contact: Lindsay Haddow 
Tel No: 0131 271 3501 
E-mail: lindsay.haddow@midlothian.gov.uk 

Appendices: 

1 Map of area around Lasswade Primary School 
2 Objections to Traffic Regulation Order.  
3 Summary of objections and responses. 
4 Letter to parents/carers/residents 
5 Draft order 
6 Recommended routes leaflet  
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APPENDIX 3 

This is a summary of the main points of the 17 objections received to the proposal. The full contents 
of the objections are included in Appendix 1 (names/addresses have been redacted). 

1. Too far/difficult to walk.  Walking route may be dangerous.

2. Viewbank Avenue should also be included, as proposal would increase traffic there.

3. Walking further means crossing busy roads.  Restriction should be more limited.

4. Too far to walk all the way within catchment, and there are not enough crossings further away
from the school. 

5. Moving parking to other streets will annoy residents there.  Suggests building more road space for
a drop-off point next to the school. 

6. Too difficult for children from outwith catchment to cross main road.  Moves problem elsewhere.

7. Too far to walk, within school catchment. Suggests school bus.

8. Not aware of any incidents to justify proposal.

9. Welcomes parking restrictions but too far to walk (within catchment) and poor conditions for
pedestrians further away. Suggests school bus. 

10. Doesn’t believe there is a problem, or support for proposals or that proper consideration has
been given.  Proposals would displace problem elsewhere.  Money could be better spent.  Other 
TROs (eg double yellow lines) would be more effective.  Never seen any inconsiderate parking or 
driving. 

11. Problem will move to nearby streets (where they live).

12. Needs vehicular access.

13. Difficult/dangerous to walk from far end of school catchment. Suggests school bus.

14. Difficult/dangerous to walk from Westmill.

15. Better enforcement of other restrictions would be better.  Proposals would be inconvenient for
drivers to have to walk and would move problems elsewhere. (concerned about effect on breakfast 
club bus). 

16. Wants Viewbank Drive, Road, and View, included too. Concerned about other parents driving
including parking on footway, and speeding. 

17. Would agree to smaller extent but not to full proposal.  Problem is not too bad if parking is
restricted.  Would be inconvenient to those within catchment who are remote from school. 



Responses to comments 

Too far/difficult/dangerous to walk – 

The distance set by government as the maximum a child may be required to walk to/from school is 2 
miles for younger children and 3 miles for older children.  If the route is longer than this to a 
catchment school or if it would be dangerous for a child (accompanied by an adult if necessary) to 
use, then the Council would provide transport, such as taxi, bus, or a pass to use service buses.   

The Council has worked with the school to prepare recommended walking routes from all sides of 
the school, and the majority of pupils have used these to walk/cycle/scoot to school. Less than a 
quarter of pupils were driven to school and it should be possible for their parents/carers to stop 
their cars away from the school and use one of the recommended routes. 

Problems will shift to nearby streets – 

It is expected that there will be a reduction in pupils being driven, and that parking/manoeuvring of 
these cars will be spread over a wider area so it will be less intense than it has been directly outside 
the school. 

Difficult to cross main road – 

There are school crossing patrols on the A6094 Eskbank Road and Pendreich Drive/Terrace. Other 
roads further away also have Patrols or crossing facilities. 

Not aware of any incidents to justify proposal/ Never seen any inconsiderate parking or driving – 

There have been many complaints about bad driving and parking in this area, but unfortunately 
some of those causing the problems are unaware of them. 

Other restrictions/enforcement would be better – 

Some of the early support for restricting access near the school came from local Police/Traffic 
Warden who experienced difficulties dealing with bad driving/parking. 

Need vehicular access – 

Residents or businesses in the area will be able to apply for permits allowing access.  One-off special 
cases can get permission from Police.  (Police will be responsible for enforcing the Traffic Regulation 
Order, as contravention will be a moving traffic offence normally dealt with by a Conditional Offer of 
a Fixed Penalty Notice) 

Bad parking will happen elsewhere – 

Other restrictions can be introduced at short notice, if required for safety reasons. 

Can a bus/minibus taxi be organised – 

There are existing bus services to/from Eskbank Road.  Vehicles under contract to the Council to 
provide transport to/from the school would be exempt under the proposed Order. The Council is 
only legally obliged to provide a bus as described above. 
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