Traffic Regulation Order Decision Statement

(N.B. this does not apply to RUPPs.)

1. Notify Pat Staite / Dave Roberts - for update of Officer Decisions List (for guidance, see: 
http://connect.hertscc.gov.uk/connect/democracy/fp/?view=connect).

2. Notify local County Councillor of issues.

Parish
Status & Path no.
Route Name?





Is the route currently shown on the Definitive Map?

OR
Yes – go to Stage 1

No – go to next question

Is a Definitive Map Order about to be made in relation to this route as a result of investigation?
Yes - go to Stage 2

No – why is TRO necessary? 

Stage 1

What other management has been applied?
Yes / No & Reason


ASSESSMENT
REVIEW

User counters to monitor use



Are Private rights & use affecting route



Drainage Improvements (ditches, grips, pipes etc)



Surfacing (regrading, harrowing & levelling, hard surfacing)



Voluntary Restraint



Any other significant designations or characteristics?



Have you consulted? 




Yes / No 

Comments

Parish & Borough / District Councils



Local County Councillor



Stakeholders (Users & Reps, Owners & Reps, & Locals)



Police



Other HCC Units / Depts (HBRC, HE, CDU etc)



Stage 2

1. Is the current path open and available to the majority of the public?
Initial Points
Review Points

Yes – open and usable for all 6 lawful classes of user

[Foot, horse, cycle, motorcycle, horse & carriage, motor vehicle].
0



No – only used by 1/2 class of user (not used by 3/4 classes of user) *
5



If TRO agreed, is the level of use by the remaining users likely to;
Initial Points
Review Points

Increase?
5



Decrease?
0



Stay the same?
0



NB: Are there any links joining the route which are likely to be affected?
Y/N
(Detail Below)

NB: Private rights & level of use taken into account?
Y/N
(Detail Below)

Explanation / Evidence:

*If No state reason



2. Would a TRO reduce Danger to persons or other traffic using the route?

[which cannot be resolved by enforcement or maintenance (E/M)?]

(e.g. dangerous road/rail crossing/connection, pits, quarries, etc)
Initial Points
Review Points

Yes : High – risk of major injury or death would be minimised or removed
10



Yes : Medium – risk of injury would be minimised or removed
6



Yes : Low – risk of minor injury would be minimised or removed
3



No safety issue / or would not be resolved / or can be resolved by E/M
0



Explanation / Evidence:



Continued…
Significant positive impact on the network?  (from DoE Circular 2/93 & RTRA 84)
Initial Points
Review Points

Would a TRO preserve the Character of the route for use by horseback, cycle or foot?
4



Would a TRO preserve the Amenity of the surrounding area?

(i.e. impact of use on surroundings)
2



Would a TRO prevent Inappropriate use of the route?
2



Would a TRO prevent Damage to the route?
[beyond a level of maintenance which can be done due to designated wildlife / archaeology sites]
HBRC / HE Consulted?
2



No positive impact on the network?
0



Would a TRO have any other relevant indirect advantages?

 


e.g. reduce illegal use, fly tipping, significant maintenance problems, etc
Yes / No

Explanation / Evidence:



3. Are there any other considerations not covered above?

Initial Points
Review Points

a)
1( 5



b)
1( 5



Opinion of CA officer?


Officer’s Initials

Local knowledge of other officers?


Officer’s Initials

TOTAL INITIAL POINTS:


0 ( 10 No TRO authorised.


Over 10 Experimental TRO (max 18 months) may be considered.


CA Officer 
Date

Name
Signed


Team Leader / Manager 
Date

Name
Signed


Stage 3

After an Experimental TRO the route & issues must be reviewed, using this form.

If a TRO is still required, one of the following may be assessed and implemented.

TOTAL REVIEW POINTS:


No TRO authorised
0 ( 10


Permanent TRO (reassessed every 5 years)
Over 10


Seasonal TRO (Winters only) (reassessed every 5 years)
Over 10


Diurnal TRO (Dusk to Dawn) (reassessed every 5 years)
Over 10


CA Officer 
Date

Name
Signed


Team Leader / Manager 
Date

Name
Signed
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