Proposed TRO – BOAT 538 and 539 West Horsley - Guidance for Objections
Please write to Jenny Isaac as per below, and object to the proposed TRO.
Jenny Isaac

Ref: DS/HG/3/1/72
Assistant Director Operations

Highways and Countryside

Surrey County Council

County Hall

Penrhyn Road

Kingston

Surrey

KT1 2DY

Or email the letter to Hannah Gutteridge and quote the same reference number, at:

hannah.gutteridge@surreycc.gov.uk
To arrive by 31st January 2011
Please ensure that you state “I object to the proposed TRO” and include your name, address and the ref number. 
It’s probably best if you sign the letter without saying you are a member of a group.
The official reasons for the TRO are:

“Traffic Regulation Order to be made on the grounds of significant danger to users of the route and to prevent significant damage to the route”

Please try and write the letter in your own style, use as few or many facts and points as you want to. Personalise your letter, and mix it up, rather than just copying and pasting exactly the same; it will look better if they do not receive lots of letters all looking the same. 

If you are not confident writing a letter, please send one objecting with just a few points, we need to send as many letters objecting as possible.
Below are the main facts and key points to use which will help you write your objection letter 

· Surrey CC Countryside Access team have analysed BOAT 538 & 539 and have recommended that the TRO does not meet County Council Policy and the TRO proposals be withdrawn.

· Surrey CC Countryside Access team recommends that other management options should be applied instead of the TRO. These include:

· Repairs to the surface, drainage work and cutting back vegetation to improve sight lines in Fullers Farm Road. 
· Advisory speed notices will be placed on both byways to encourage

responsible speeds.

· Silkmore Lane may be repaired next year if funding is made available.

· Funding has been made available for the work on Fullers Farm Road.

 

· Surrey CC has failed to implement the recommendations of the professional and impartial Council Officials (Countryside Access team), presented in two separate reports presented to the Surrey CC Local Committee (Guildford). 

 

· That the stated ground for making the TROs, to prevent significant damage to the route, is not valid in relation to Silkmore Lane, as the lane is in “very good condition” (SCC Official’s Report) apart from the two very short sections of which were ‘deliberately left rough’ by SCC in the past, to discourage fly tipping, when work was completed some years ago.

 

· That the stated ground for making the TROs, “significant danger to users of the route”, is greatly exaggerated, as it is no greater than any other road, and no official evidence of serious accidents or deaths has been presented in relation to the routes in question.

 

· Surrey CC has failed to adhere to its own TRO policy.

 

· Surrey CC failure to adhere with DEFRA guidance Making the Best of Byways.
 

· Surrey CC has failed to try other management solutions before imposing the most restrictive management solution, a complete ban on users of motor vehicles. 

 

· That in making the case for the TRO at the Guildford Local Committee, inaccurate information was presented regarding the availability of funding for repairs to one of the byways in question.

 

· That the Police have powers to deal with any alleged illegal activity (and which, if it is occurring, would unlikely be stopped by a TRO).

 

· The Traffic Regulation Orders threaten trail-riding as a legitimate and historic past-time; and reduced law abiding citizen’s freedoms forevermore.  

 

· That the Surrey County Council Local Committee (Guildford) has failed in its duty to sufficiently scrutinise the proposal to make the TRO, and had it done so, it would not have recommended the making of the TROs.

 

· That the main proponent of the TROs, a Counsellor on the West Horsley Parish Council, has personal interest as she lives on one of the roads in question. 

 

· SCC failed to undertake its duties under Section 122 of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 to conduct an adequate ‘balancing exercise’ in considering making the TRO; and in addition, explicitly failed to mention in the Statement of Reasons or at the Surrey County Council Local Committee (Guildford) in June, its duties under Section 122.

 

· That if the order is made, SCC have not offered any further opportunity to appeal and therefore the only final legal recourse is to take SCC to the High Court.

· No complaints were received with regards to the condition of the byway before the petition, nor have any reports been made to the police concerning dangerous driving or illegal vehicles.

· Request a Public Enquiry or Independent Committee to obtain a fair hearing due to anti-vehicular views expressed by some councillors.
