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Purpose of Report 

The purpose of this report is to advise Committee of an objection received to proposals for the 
introduction of traffic calming measures at Old Monkland Road, Coatbridge and to seek approval on 
a recommended course of action. 

Background 

A report was presented to the Roads and Transportation Sub-Committee on 8 October 2003 
regarding proposals to address road safety issues in the crescent serving numbers 117 to 139 Old 
Monkland Road, Coatbridge. This report identified the nature of the scheme and indicated that, as 
road humps were an integral part, it would be necessary to carry out formal consultation regarding 
the introduction of road humps in accordance with Section 37 of the Roads (Scotland) Act 1984. 

Following Committee approval to proceed, the intentions of the Council were advertised on 10 
December 2003 and the statutory period of 28 days was allowed for the receipt of objections. 

A letter of objection was received from Mr Robert Mcllroy of 28 Craigend Drive, Kirkshaws, 
Coatbridge. A copy of this letter is attached. 

Works have been completed on site to construct all elements of the proposals with the exception of 
the road humps. The contractor has provisionally priced the construction of the road humps and, if 
instructed, can proceed with their installation. The overall quotation accepted for the works is 
f18,178.37 (inclusive of the road humps at f4,824). 

Consideration of Objection 

This proposal for road humps arose as a direct consequence of the traffic calming of the main 
section of Old Monkland Road in 1999/2000. Discussions with residents had been ongoing since the 
introduction of traffic calming regarding the impact on conditions on the crescent. Queues and 
incidents involving vehicles at the chicane located midway between the two entries to the crescent 
have resulted in vehicles using the crescent on a regular basis to avoid being held up. The resulting 
vehicle speeds are considered inappropriate for the standard of road, particularly when taking into 
account the lack of pedestrian facilities and level of on-street car parking. However, in view of the 
previously differing perceptions and needs of the residents and the lack of any clear consensus on 
the best way forward, no action had been taken until now. Further incidents have led to agreement 
on the scheme as proposed. 

I view these proposals as being directly related to the original traffic calming scheme for Old 
Monkland Road and justifiable as a consequence of the effects that the design of the original scheme 
have had on traffic conditions and safety in the crescent. 

As Mr Mcllroy’s objection is not related to the likely impact or implications of the proposed 
introduction of road humps, I am of the opinion that the objection is not valid. 



3.4 The Director of Administration has been advised of the Department’s consideration of the objection. 
A letter was sent to Mr Mcllroy stating the case for the road humps and seeking whether it was his 
intention to withdraw his objection. This he has not done. 

4. Options 

4.1 Section 37 (4) of the Roads (Scotland) Act 1984 requires the Council to consider any objections 
received and to decide whether it is appropriate to hold a local inquiry. 

4.2 The options available to the Council are : 

a) to hold a local inquiry to hear the objection and decide on whether the road humps should 
proceed; 
to consider the objection to be valid and decide that the road humps should not proceed 
without recourse to an inquiry; 
to consider the objection not to be valid and proceed with the installation of the road humps. 

b) 

c) 

5. Recommendations 

5.1 Committee is asked to agree that: 

a) 

b) 
c) 

an inquiry is not necessary and that the objection is not considered a valid reason to prevent 
the installation of road humps; 
the Director of Administration then advises the objector of this decision; 
the Director of Planning and Environment then instructs the contractor to install the road 
humps. 

L 
David M. Porch 
DIRECTOR OF PLANNING AND ENVIRONMENT 
(26 April 2004) 
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