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1. Report Summary 
 

1.1  The Wiltshire Council Cabinet member for Highways, Cllr Dr Mark 
McClelland, has blocked the proposal for an Experimental Traffic 
Regulation Order (ETRO) on Church Road and Elm Close and instead 
requested that a full Traffic Regulation Order (TRO) Consultation be 
carried out. 

 
1.2 The impact of this will be that the regulations will not be in place at the 

start of the school term in September (which was identified as a key aim 
in encouraging behaviour change) and as a TRO is a substantive 
regulation, there would not be an automatic review after a year before 
the regulation becomes permanent. 

 
1.3 This report recommends passing a resolution expressing the parish 

council’s concern about this and calling on Cllr McClelland to retain the 
experimental nature of the proposed order after any further consultation. 
 

 
2. Background 

 
2.1 For the last 18 months a working party including representatives of the 

Parish Council, Local Schools, Wiltshire Council (community 
engagement and highways officers, division councillor), the police and 
a local resident having been working on different ways to reduce the 
issues of traffic congestion, anti-social driving and pollution 
experienced on Church Road and neighbouring street during school 
drop-off and collection times. 
 
The group have looked at a number of ways of promoting active travel 
and other alternatives to car use. The group also proposed an ETRO 
involving single yellow lines and restrictions preventing parking or 
waiting between 2 and 4pm in the afternoon.  
 

 
2.2 The parish council carried out a consultation exercise including a public 

meeting and then a survey publicised in both the Salisbury Journal and 
the Parish News which involved 230 participants including 172 local 
residents, 47 parents, 4 members of school staff and 20 other 
participants. Of those 41% strongly agreed that the proposals would 



have a positive impact, 19% agreed, 10% were unsure, 12% disagreed 
and 18% strongly disagreed. 

 
2.3 In April the parish council voted without opposition to support the 

scheme. It was subsequently agreed by the Wiltshire Council Southern 
Area Local Highways Improvement Group and then the Southern Area 
Board. In May the Parish Council unanimously approved funding for its 
contribution to the costs. 

 
 

3. Cllr McClelland’s Email 
3.1 After hearing indirectly via Cllr Ian McLennan about Cllr McClelland’s 

decision to block the ETRO, I wrote to him and received this reply 
addressed to both myself and Cllr McLennan. 

 
3.2 Dear Ian and Nick 
  

Thank you both for your emails. 
  

I very much understand your position and your desire to move swiftly on this. 
However, this is a significant issue that affects the whole of the Salisbury 
area, not just the residents of Laverstock. In my view, it would not be 
appropriate to implement an ETRO in the absence of a formal consultation 
process with the opportunity for the wider Salisbury area to comment. I 
have discussed this with the Leader of the Council who was obviously 
present for the Southern Area Board deliberations on this issue, and we 
both feel that a standard TRO process would be much more appropriate. 

  
I realise it is likely that a majority of Laverstock residents would like to see 

this proposal implemented – although there is some dissent – but this is a 
much wider issue affecting the daily routines of many hundreds of residents 
in Salisbury and outlying villages, and I would like them to have the 
opportunity to provide feedback before anything is implemented. 

  
We have an anomaly here because these are schools which are effectively 

serving Salisbury’s children despite them being in a different parish/Area 
Board/LHFIG. Cllr Zoe Clewer representing Redlynch and Landford has 
theoretically had more input into this than I have as the Cabinet Member 
for Transport and representative of a division directly adjoining Laverstock 
and Ford, with many of the people I represent driving to Laverstock every 
day to drop their children off. 

  
I understand your views on this but I have made my decision and I look 

forward to reading the comments from the TRO process. 
  

Best wishes 
  

Mark 
  

Cllr Dr Mark McClelland 



Cabinet Member for Transport, Waste, Street Scene and Flooding 
Wiltshire Councillor - Salisbury St Francis and Stratford Division 

 
4. Recommendation 
 

4.1 Although I would disagree with Cllr McClelland that wider stakeholders 
have not had the opportunity to be consulted given the publicity given 
to the survey and public meeting in the Salisbury Journal, I respect his 
right to insist on further consultation. However I believe that if this leads 
to a TRO not an ETRO this would fatally undermine the consultation 
effort which has already taken place within the parish given that the 
experimental nature of the order was a key element of the consultation, 
and carrying out further consultation on a different type of order would 
undoubtedly lead to confusion among residents who have already 
engaged in the consultation process. 
 
Furthermore, I believe that it will be impossible for residents to make a 
fully informed decision without having seen in practice whether the 
regulations lead to the desired improvements and any displacement 
effect of parking onto other roads. I therefore believe that the 
experimental element of the order which guarantees further 
consultation after a year is essential. I would therefore recommend that 
the parish council passes this resolution. 

 
4.2 Laverstock and Ford Parish Council regrets the decision of the 

Wiltshire Cabinet Member for Highways not to approve the 
Experimental Traffic Regulation Order which was supported by 
this council and the Wiltshire Council Southern Area Board. 
 
This council notes Cllr McClelland’s concern that further 
consultation is carried out before agreeing an order. 
 
This council believes that while any consultation is desirable, the 
only truly informed consultation that can take place will be after 
local residents and other road users have had the chance to 
observe the regulations in effect. 
 
This council therefore restates its support for the traffic 
regulations in an experimental form and requests that Cllr 
McClelland agree to an ETRO after any further consultation he 
deems necessary. 


