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Proposed 7.5t Weight Restriction, Various Roads, Longlevens, Gloucester 
 
Traffic Regulation Order Title: 
GLOUCESTERSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL (7.5 TONNE WEIGHT RESTRICTION) 
(VARIOUS ROADS, LONGLEVENS) CITY OF GLOUCESTER ORDER 2021 
(To be known as the ‘TRO’ throughout this document). 
 
Case Officer: Hannah Bassett-Louis, TRO Manager, Gloucestershire County Council 
 
Senior Case Officer: Alexis Newport, Parking Manager, Gloucestershire County Council 
 
1.  Purpose of Report 
 
1.1 To provide background information on the TRO. 

 
1.2 To provide details of a formal representation received to the TRO and Gloucestershire County 

Council’s (GCC) responses. 
 

1.3 To make a recommendation to the Network Manager on the way forward. 
 
2.  Recommendation 

 
That, for the reasons given in this report and after consideration of the representation made,  GCC 
now makes the TRO permanent as originally advertised. 

 
Please see Appendix A for the consultation plan showing the roads that the TRO relates to and 
that are to be made permanent. 
 
3. Background and Purpose of the Scheme 
 
3.1 It was proposed to introduce a new 7.5t Heavy Goods Vehicle Weight Restriction between the 

hours of 8am-9.30am and 2.30pm-4pm on various roads in Longlevens, Gloucester as follows: 
 
 

SCHEDULE  
Proposed 7.5 tonne maximum gross weight heavy goods vehicle weight restriction between the hours of 
8.00am-9.30am and 2.30pm-4.00pm. 
 

Road Name & 
Number 

Extent Road Name & 
Number 

Extent 

Wellsprings Road 
484059 

For its entire length Church Road 
3/079 

For its entire length 

Rydal Road 
484060 

For its entire length Wedgewood Drive
484014 

For its entire length 

Windermere Road 
484058 

For its entire length Allendale Close 
484052 

For its entire length 

Kendal Road 
484057 

For its entire length The Avenue 
484049 

For its entire length 

The Triangle 
484068 

For its entire length Leven Close 
484050 

For its entire length 

Coniston Road 
484051 

For its entire length Paygrove Lane 
484001 

For its entire length 
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Grasmere Road 
484056 

For its entire length Brooklands Park 
484002 

For its entire length 

Lea Crescent 
484011 

For its entire length Charlton Way 
484013 

For its entire length 

Richmond 
Gardens 
484010 

For its entire length Grisedale Close 
484007 

For its entire length 

Park Avenue 
484006 

For its entire length Hurst Close 
484004 

For its entire length 

Langdale 
Gardens 
484012 

For its entire length Miller Close 
484127 

For its entire length 

Cotswold 
Gardens 
484009 

For its entire length Westmead Road 
484121 

For its entire length 

Ennerdale 
Avenue 
484005 

For its entire length Ballinska Mews 
483116 

For its entire length 

Paddock Gardens 
484008 

For its entire length Evergreen Walk 
482608 

For its entire length 

Cypress Gardens 
482607 

For its entire length Melody Way 
484122 

For its entire length 

Greyhound 
Gardens 
484041 

For its entire length Lacca Close 
484123 

For its entire length 

Sheevaun Close 
484120 

For its entire length Saylittle Mews 
484126 

For its entire length 

Clomoney Way 
484115 

For its entire length Blackwater Way 
484113 

For its entire length 

Tainmor Close 
484112 

For its entire length Canning Road 
484131 

For its entire length 

Mutsilver Mews 
484125 

For its entire length Calspick Way 
484104 

For its entire length 

Redwind Way 
484118 

For its entire length Sandstar Close 
484103 

For its entire length 

Patseamur Mews 
484124 

For its entire length Doverdale Drive 
484048 

For its entire length 

Bradshaw Close 
484114 

For its entire length Penny Close 
484042 

For its entire length 

Foxleigh Crescent 
484132 

For its entire length Breinton Way 
484003 

For its entire length 

College Fields 
484134 

For its entire length The Elms 
482628 

For its entire length 

Old Cheltenham 
Road 
3/79 

From its junction 
with Church Road 
(3/79) to its 
junction with B4063 
Cheltenham Road 

Old Cheltenham 
Road 
484061 

From its junction 
with Church Road 
(3/79) to its 
junction with 
Windermere Road 
(484058) 

 
 
Please see Appendix B for the full ‘intend to notice’ along with other relevant legal documents. 
 
3.2 The proposal is a result of community requests through the local member for action due to 
large vehicles using less appropriate routes to access destinations such as the Innsworth 
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Technology Park. Surveys have been carried out which show large vehicles using Church Road 
which is a busy local route with a junior school, library, community centre and church (with a busy 
church hall) all located in a short space.  It is also a busy link road from the junior school to the 
infant school on Paygrove Lane. 
 
3.3 There have been a small number of minor injury collisions during the past 5 years along the 
route (including a serious injury collision at the junction with Innsworth Lane) most of which have 
occurred at peak times and there is concern that there could be a more serious incident if action is 
not taken.  Initial thoughts were to introduce further traffic calming measures but the route already 
has this and it was felt any further measure such as build outs may worsen the situation by 
causing larger vehicles to have to make manoeuvres around such features.  
 
3.4 The restriction is being brought in on an area wide basis due to the number of roads 
adjoining and accessing Church Road and being able to sign the restriction appropriately to allow 
restricted vehicles to seek alternative routes at key points, whilst giving HGV drivers advanced 
warning of the restriction.  The timed restrictions do not allow any exemptions for deliveries or 
access as the aim is to reduce the number of these vehicles at key times when more vulnerable 
road users might be accessing facilities. 
 
3.5 A meeting was held with the Police, as the enforcing body for weight restrictions, in January 
2020 to look at the relevant data and agree the timings of the restriction.  The Police did not 
support a 24/7 restriction due to the burden and resource of enforcement measures. A 
compromise was reached to only implement the weight restriction during peak hours as defined by 
the data. 
 
4. Data 
 
4.1 Traffic Count Surveys were undertaken along Church Road to monitor how many HGVs 
used Church Road during different times of the day and in which direction they travelled.  
Collisions that had been reported to the Police were also plotted on a map of the area, however, 
this location was not on GCC’s hotspot list. 
 
4.2 The survey data shows that during the AM peak times on a work day (Mon-Fri 8am – 
10am), HGVs made up 10.1% of the total traffic count and 9.2% during the PM peak times (2pm - 
4pm) on a work day. 
 
All data can be seen in Appendix E. 
 
5. Law and Policy 

 
5.1 The Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 sets out the legal basis for making TROs. The specific 

grounds which GCC are using for the implementation of the proposed 7.5t Weight Restriction 
are encompassed in the following sections of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984: 

 
• Section 1 (a) for avoiding danger to persons or other traffic using the road or any other such 

road or for preventing the likelihood of any such danger arising. 
• Section 1 (c) for facilitating the passage on the road or any other road of any class of traffic 

(including pedestrians). 
• Section 1 (f) for preserving or improving the amenities of the area through which the road 

runs. 
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5.2 Thorough consideration has been given to the factors set out in Section 122 of the Road 
Traffic Regulation Act 1984 in proposing this TRO. This requires the local authority to secure 
the expeditious, convenient and safe movement of traffic (including pedestrians). In carrying 
out this exercise GCC must have regard to the:  

 
a) Desirability of securing and maintaining reasonable access to premises. 
b) The effect on the amenities of any locality effected and (without prejudice to the 

generality of this paragraph) the importance of regulating and restricting the use of 
roads by heavy commercial vehicles, so as to preserve or improve the amenities of the 
areas through which the road(s) run. 

c) The strategy prepared under Section 80 of the Environment Act 1995 (the national air 
quality strategy). 

d) The importance of facilitating the passage of public service vehicles and of securing 
the safety and convenience of persons using or desiring to use such vehicles. 

e) Any other matters appearing to the local authority to be relevant 
 
5.3 Any restriction changes are made in accordance with the Local Authorities’ Traffic Order 

(Procedure) (England and Wales) Regulations 1996.  Under this procedure authorities are 
expected to consult local community groups and the Police together with other organisations 
listed where appropriate, such as the other emergency services and transport operators. 

  
5.4 GCC is required to advertise a notice in the local newspaper of its intention to make a TRO.  

All relevant documents, including the draft TRO and consultation plan, are placed on deposit 
for public inspection at accessible locations.  Due to the COVID pandemic, Shire Hall and 
libraries etc were not fully accessible to the public so GCC had to make more use of their 
website and those of the District Councils.  A minimum of a 21 day period for representations 
of support or objection to be submitted is given. After this consultation GCC has to duly 
consider any representations received and having done so, to either: 

 
a) Resolve to make a TRO in the form originally intended and advertised; or- 
b) Modify the TRO proposals, ensuring that any substantial modifications are re-consulted on 
accordingly; or 
c) Abandon the TRO proposal in part or altogether. 

 
5.5 Traffic Authorities have the flexibility to implement restrictions that are appropriate for an 

individual road, reflecting safety and road user needs whilst taking into account all local 
considerations. 

 
6. Statutory consultation 
 
6.1 Formal statutory consultation of the proposals (shown on the consultation plan in Appendix A) 

was carried out in accordance with The Local Authorities' Traffic Orders (Procedure) (England 
and Wales) Regulations 1996, between 6th November and 30th November 2020.  

 
These formal statutory consultations included consultation with the following: 
 
Statutory consultees 

 Police (Gloucestershire Constabulary) 
 Ambulance service (Southwest Ambulance Service) 
 Fire service (Gloucestershire Fire & Rescue Service) 
 Road Haulage Association 
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 Freight Transport Association 
 
Council related consultees 

 County Councillor Kathy Wiliams 
 City Councillor Clive Walford 
 Gloucester City Council 

 
Gloucestershire County Council standard TRO consultees 

 Stagecoach West 
 Swanbrook Coaches 
 GCC Integrated Transport Unit 
 GCC Highway Records 
 GCC Local Highways Manager  
 GCC Parking Manager 
 
Additional requested consultee 
 Tesco 
 

6.2 Three representations were received: 
 The City Councillor supported the proposal.  
 Swanbrook Coaches asked if their school transport schedule would be affected by 

the proposed 7.5t Weight Restriction. They were advised it would not because the 
weight limit is for vehicles classed as Goods vehicles only. The service will not be 
affected. 

 Tesco maintained that they would make alterations to their local store delivery times 
to avoid the route between 8am-9.30am and 2.30pm-4pm.  
 

See Appendix D for correspondence.  
 
7. Formal advertising 
 
7.1 Formal advertising of the proposals was carried out from the 4th February to 26th February 

2021. This consisted of a notice published in the Gloucestershire Citizen newspaper, at 
locations on site throughout Longlevens, Gloucester and on Gloucestershire County Council’s 
website and Gloucester City Council’s website. Please see Appendix B for a copy of the 
formal notice of intention, Statement of Reasons, Draft TRO and Due Regard Statement. 

 
7.2 One formal representation was received regarding the proposal. The following table shows 

their comments and GCC Officer response: 
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Date 
 
10/02/21 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

        Formal representation 
 
As a resident, having lived in Innsworth 
Lane since 1977, I have a real interest in 
this proposed order. 
 
I am in full support of the focus on Church 
Road and its hinterland of associated roads 
as indicated on the consultation plan map 
and in the road list, associated with the 
“Statement of reasons”. 
 
My sole concern is in connection with the 
focus on peak times as identified in the 
order; the policing of this order by 
appropriate authorities and the likely effects 
on those areas and their roads within 
Longlevens, but beyond the tight focus on 
Church Road. On the consultation plan map 
such areas can be identified as being to the 
west of Oxstalls Lane and Innsworth Lane 
and contiguously to the north and south of 
Oxstalls Lane (which includes 
access/egress to the University 
campus)and Longford Lane (where there is 
also a special school of course). 
 
Hours of restriction 
It’s clear that the restricted hours pertaining 
to the order have been determined by so-
called peak periods associated with the 
local Junior and indeed, Infants School. 
However it could equally be argued that 
hours outside those criteria are also subject 
to the needs of other “protected groups” 
identifiable under equality legislation, most 
specifically disabled people and those 
women and parents who are pregnant 
and/or in the capacity of carers when out 
and about in the area. The specific grounds 
citations identified under the Road Traffic 
Regulation Act 1964 are also applicable 
outside the hours of restriction. This 
argument also extends to the points made 
below, under “The effects of this beyond 
Church Road ...”. 
 
I have also added some comments and 
questions relating to community 
involvement, of which this email response is 
a welcome opportunity. 
 
Policing 
By what means will this order be policed 
and under what circumstances will action 
be considered to be in breach of the order? 
When the order is considered to have been 
breached what processes will be in place to 
charge those deemed to be in breach of the 
order and according to what timescale? 
 
The effects of this beyond Church Road 

          GCC Officer response 
 
Good afternoon  
 
In answer to your points. 
 
GCC have focused on these key times in 
agreement with the police for effective 
enforcement purposes. If the restriction was 
at all times enforcement would be difficult 
and the likelihood of heavy goods vehicles 
contravening the restriction increased. 
 
Hours of restriction  
 
The hours for the restriction were drawn up 
by looking at the data to show when there 
was the most risk and by looking at this in 
consultation with the police it was felt this 
was at peak times. Whilst it is noted there 
may be some residual risk outside of the 
times of the restriction, it is felt that this is 
no greater than on any similar road that 
would also not have a restriction. This timed 
restriction takes a balanced approach 
based on the information we have, by 
looking at how it might be enforced by the 
police and still allows for large vehicles to 
make deliveries outside of peak hours 
where necessary. 
 
Policing 
 
The enforcement of weight restrictions is a 
matter for the police and we cannot 
comment on what activity might be carried 
out should the restriction come in to force. 
However, the restriction was drawn up in 
consultation with the police and looked to 
ensure that should the restriction require 
any enforcement this timed restriction with 
no exemptions was the best approach in 
terms of balance. 
 
The effects of this beyond Church Road 
and its hinterland of road networks 
 
This matter was considered as part of the 
design process and when reviewing the 
data for where large vehicles were 
travelling in the area. Highways continue to 
work with the technology park to ensure 
their deliveries are making appropriate use 
of the road network using signposted routes 
for larger vehicles. With regards the more 
local routes, such as Oxstalls Lane, 
Longford Lane and Innsworth Lane, we 
took the approach that whilst these roads 
may take some inappropriate (not illegal) 
traffic, they have a slightly different nature 
and do not attract the same levels of activity 
from vulnerable road users at peak times. 
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11/02/21 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

and its hinterland of road networks 
This is a cause and effect issue anticipated 
by the phrase “to allow restricted vehicles to 
seek alternative routes” in the “Statement of 
Reasons” document. Causing restrictions 
quite rightly on HGVs in Church Road and 
its hinterland will have an effect on those 
adjacent areas of Longlevens that currently 
experience the transit of HGVs for reasons 
of access to properties for delivery and to 
building sites and for access to Innsworth 
Technology Park in particular. Again, the 
specific grounds citations, identified under 
the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1964 are 
also applicable beyond Church Road in this 
context.  
 
Is it a case of “wait and see” or are there 
already plans in place to extend 7.5 tonne 
restrictions, where necessary to avoid the 
same stated implications for Church Road? 
 
Community involvement prior to the 
proposals 
How many “community requests”, as cited 
in the “Statement of Reasons” had been 
received prior to the proposals and what 
percentage of the Longlevens community 
does that represent? 
How many “minor injury collisions” as cited 
in the same statement have been recorded 
as incidents and how many as “near 
misses”? 
What are the details of the “serious injury 
collision” cited as above? 
 
Thank you for your consideration of the 
points made here and I look forward to a 
fulsome response alongside my full support 
for the Church Road focus. 
 
 
 
I am grateful for your considering the points 
I raised and for the information contained in 
your swift response. 
 
I look forward to learning about the 
outcomes, both in terms of the order as 
proposed and any modifications which 
come through others’ responses. 
 
If it’s possible to keep me updated 
personally I would be additionally grateful. 

We will monitor the outcome of these works 
through community feedback and assess 
any future requests for further works on a 
case by case basis. 
 
Community involvement prior to the 
proposals 
The request came in through the local 
County Cllr and City Cllr and as such we 
don’t have the details of all the 
representations they have received. 
However, the decision to proceed with the 
request was based on the data available 
including traffic surveys and collision data. 
The personal injury collision used is based 
on information reported to the police and 
follows their standard reporting procedures 
for collisions and does not include near 
misses. Below is a snip from GCC mapping 
database, serious recorded injury collisions 
only. 
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8. Outstanding representation 
 
8.1 The representation received was clear that a restriction on heavy goods vehicles in 
Longlevens was welcome but there were some reservations on how this will be enforced and how 
effective it will be once implemented, particularly on the surrounding area outside of the weight 
restriction. There was also a concern about the impact on these roads outside of the proposed 
restriction times (proposed to be restricted between 8am-9.30am and 2.30pm-4pm) and how this 
could impact on protected groups. The following table shows a summary of correspondence 
between GCC and the representee on the 20th and 23rd of September 2021 to confirm whether an 
objection to the proposal remains outstanding.  
 
8.2: 
 

Date 
 
20/09/21 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Formal representation 
 
Thank you for updating me on the weight 
limit proposal and yes, I would like my sole 
representation as an outstanding concern 
to be recorded. 
 
In terms of Longlevens, I welcome the 
intention to implement the proposal as 
advertised. However, it still concerns me 
that HGVs and including articulated lorries 
(occasionally) are using Innsworth Lane 
repeatedly and I suspect this will continue 
after implementation  because once in the 
Lane policing is unlikely unless local people 
photograph number plates and report them. 
It is also noticeable that they often exceed 
the current speed limit, presumably 
because the drivers are under pressure to 
deliver at pace. 
 
Speed may not come under your 
jurisdiction but a large proportion of the 
regular traffic exceeds the 30 MPH limit in 
Innsworth Lane often by 10 or more MPH 
and throughout the day. A byproduct of this 
excess is of course carbon and particulate 
emissions. 
 
I would be grateful if the issues I mention 
are not your specific responsibility, that they 
be passed to a more appropriate colleague. 
 
 
 
David, regarding your first and main 
paragraph focusing on enforcement, there 
is little point in introducing any level of 
weight restriction without some 
enforcement intervention. This clearly 
doesn’t have to be an impossible 100% but 
a few well documented and publicised 
cases of failure to observe the restriction 
may well deter repeated incidents. 
 
You have not addressed my concerns 

GCC Officer  
 
I just wanted to keep you updated with this 
scheme. 
 
The TRO consultation period has finished 
and you were the only person to comment 
on the proposal. My recommendation is that 
the weight limit be implemented as 
advertised. Would you like your 
representation to be formally noted against 
the scheme as an outstanding concern? If 
you do not respond by Tuesday the 5th of 
October 2021 I will assume that you are 
content for me to sign off the decision with 
“no objections received”. 
 
 
Thank you  
I am happy to keep your concern on file. 
You do seem to support the weight limit 
proposal in principal but your worry is about 
enforcement which is outside the scope of 
the TRO and Gloucestershire County 
Council’s control. The police are the 
enforcing body for weight limits and they 
have been consulted on this and willing to 
enforce. I fully understand your concerns 
and these will be held on file. On the other 
hand the weight limit has not been fully 
implemented as yet and we cannot 
categorically say it won’t be enforced. For 
this reason the point is invalid and I will not 
register this as an objection. In order for the 
scheme to progress could we agree it is not 
an objection and that you will withdraw your 
representation to this scheme but with your 
concerns about enforcement considered 
post scheme implementation. This will give 
us some idea of the next steps to take. 
 
I will contact the Local Highway Manager 
and ask her to carry out a speed survey 
that may give us the tools to look at some 
possible measures to reduce vehicle 
speeds. 
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23/09/21 
 
 

regarding Innsworth Lane which repeatedly 
attracts weighty vehicles (buses are an 
obvious exemption).  
 
Thank you for taking on board my concerns 
about speed and a speed survey in 
Innsworth Lane would prove my point I’m 
sure. Of course speed also contributes to 
air and particulate emissions so there are at 
least two reasons to take this seriously in 
the Lane which is now largely residential, 
meaning that noise is also a related issue. 
 
If the weight restriction is implemented with 
some measure of enforcement across all 
roads that meet at Longlevens Cross I’m 
happy to withdraw any remaining objections 
but will clearly monitor outcomes on a 
casual basis. 
 
I’m very grateful for your taking my contact 
seriously, especially as I appear to be riding 
solo! 

 
If I don’t hear from you within 21 days I will 
assume you are prepared to withdraw your 
representation. 
 
 

    
 
9. Equality Impact Assessment 
 
9.1 An updated Statement of Due Regard can be seen in Appendix C in response to the 

representation received to the TRO. 
 
9.2 In proposing this TRO, GCC has paid due regard to its duties under the Equality Act 2010 – as 

per the above mentioned Statement – in relation to the nine groups - Age, Disability, Sex, 
Race, Gender reassignment, Marriage and Civil partnership, Pregnancy & Maternity, Religion 
and/or Belief and Sexual orientation, along with other groups (such as long term unemployed, 
socio-economical deprived groups, community cohesion, human rights) - with protected 
characteristics. 

 
9.3 The TRO is being proposed in order to help improve road safety, traffic flow and local amenity. 
 
10. Discussion of outstanding objection 
 
10.1 Concerns about enforcement of the 7.5t Weight Restriction 
      The proposal has been agreed by the police who were consulted on at the preliminary design 

stage and enforcement of the 7.5t Weight Restriction is expected between 8am-9.30am and 
2.30pm-4pm by them. Any enforcement issues will not become evident until the scheme is 
implemented and becomes operational.  

 
10.2 Concerns about Heavy Goods Vehicles accessing Innsworth Lane and the   

surrounding network                                                                                                            
Innsworth Lane has not been included in the 7.5t Weight Restriction because as with other 
local routes, such as Oxstalls Lane and Longford Lane, GCC took the approach that whilst 
these roads may take some inappropriate (not illegal) traffic, they have a slightly different 
nature and do not attract the same levels of activity from vulnerable road users at peak times. 
GCC have focused on the key times of 8am-9.30am and 2.30pm-4pm in agreement with the 
police for effective enforcement purposes. If the restriction was at all times enforcement would 
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be difficult and the likelihood of heavy goods vehicles contravening the restriction increased. 
GCC will monitor the outcome of these works through community feedback and assess any 
future requests for further works on a case by case basis. 

 
10.3 Concerns about protected groups                                                                                       

The 7.5t Weight Restriction will benefit protected groups during the operational times by 
reducing Heavy Goods Vehicles around the primary school, library, community centre and 
church and church hall. Outside of the operational times, protected groups are not 
disadvantaged by any measures that have been implemented by GCC. Whilst it is noted there 
may be some residual risk outside of the times of the restriction, it is felt that this is no greater 
than on any similar road that would also not have a restriction. GCC will monitor these works 
through community feedback and assess any future requests for works on a case by case 
basis. 

  
11. Summary 
 
11.1 The proposed TRO was consulted upon in line with legislation and guidance.  
 
11.2 Consultation was carried out with statutory consultees and Gloucestershire County Council 

standard consultees. 
 
11.3 The request for the proposal came from County and City Councillors and was supported by 

the local community, who felt the 7.5t Heavy Goods Vehicle Weight Restriction between 
8am-9.30am and 2.30pm-4pm should help address some of the current road safety issues 
particularly around the primary school, library, community centre, church and church hall. 

 
11.4 The proposed TRO was formally advertised, with one representation received to the original 

proposal.  
 
11.5 The objection reasoning was generally around enforcement and the proposed Weight 

Restriction’s affect on surrounding roads. There is no evidence available at this time prior to 
implementation of the proposed 7.5t Weight Restriction to support any suggestion 
enforcement will be an issue. The objector also raised the issue of any impact on protected 
groups but the proposal aim is to enhance their experience by closely focusing on a peak 
time restriction that can be enforced. Outside the scope of this proposal, no protected groups 
are impacted as on any other unrestricted road. A Due Regard has been completed. Please 
see section 9 and Appendix B of this report. 

 
11.6 Following GCC providing responses to the representee, one objection was upheld to the 

advertised scheme.  
 
11.7 The proposals have gone through an extensive consultation and all comments have been 

fully considered. The proposal aims to improve road safety in the area at peak times by 
restricting Heavy Goods Vehicles on the roads specified in the schedule to the proposed 
TRO.  

 
11.8 In considering the proposed TRO under Sections 1 and 122 of the Road Traffic Regulation 

Act 1984, the proposals are in line with the legislation and meet GCC’s obligations. 
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12.  View of the Case Officer 
 

12.1 This report demonstrates that the TRO has been fully consulted upon in accordance with 
legislation and followed necessary statutory procedures as set in the Local Authorities’ Traffic 
Orders (Procedure) (England & Wales) Regulations 1996 and the Road Traffic Regulation 
Act 1984. 

 
12.2 The proposal for the 7.5t Weight Restriction aims to prevent Heavy Goods Vehicles 

accessing the roads listed in the schedule to the draft TRO between 8am-9.30am and 
2.30pm-4pm to improve road safety and traffic flow issues and to improve the amenity of the 
area at these times. This is particularly significant for local school children and other 
vulnerable road users walking and cycling in the area.  

 
12.3 GCC has addressed the upheld objection, as can be seen in its responses set out in sections 

6.3, 7 and 9 above.  The objector supported the advertised 7.5t Heavy Goods Vehicle Weight 
Restriction in principle, as advertised, but had concerns post implementation which falls 
outside the scope of this proposal and outside of GCC’s responsibility. The police are 
responsible for enforcement and have agreed to the proposal. 

 
12.4  GCC will monitor the impact of the 7.5t Weight Restriction as well as  enforcement measures 

and may consider further studies in the area to assess the impact of Heavy Goods Vehicles 
on other surrounding roads in the Longlevens area.  

 
13. Recommendation by Senior Case Officer 

 
13.1 I am satisfied that the proposed TRO has been correctly advertised and implemented in 

accordance with the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984 and the procedures laid down in that 
Act. The necessary statutory procedures as set out in the Local Authorities’ Traffic Orders 
(Procedure) (England & Wales) Regulations 1996 have been followed, and guidance, 
including the Traffic Signs and General Directions 2016 have been considered. 

 
13.2 The scheme proposals have been developed following consultation with both statutory bodies 

and local stakeholders, whilst duly considering comments received by local residents. 
 
13.3 The District Council, local members and stakeholders have been liaised with throughout the 

TRO process and all comments duly considered at each stage of the process. 
 
13.4 After considering the representation received at formal public consultation stage, I am 

satisfied that the proposed TRO will improve safety and access to the Longlevens area 
during the restricted hours if advance warning signs are used in key locations. 

 
13.5 After taking into account all the representations in this report I recommend that the 

outstanding formal representation is considered as minor in nature and that the proposed 
TRO is made permanent under delegated authority as advertised and that the GCC highway 
improvements team ensure the advance warning signs are located in key locations and 
adhere to the Traffic Signs and General Directions 2016. 

 
14.  Decision by the Network Manager 

 
I have considered the report, recommendations and whether to hold a Traffic Regulation 
Committee. I have also considered the representation that we have received in relation to this 
matter in making my decision. I have decided that Gloucestershire County Council should:  
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 Not progress (abandon) the Orders 
 Make the TRO as advertised 

 Make the TRO as advertised on the proviso that the GCC highway improvements 
team ensure the advance warning signs are located in key locations and adhere 
to the Traffic Signs and General Directions 2016. 

 Make the Orders permanent as per the recommendation and as advertised. [For 
Experimental only] 

 Make the TROs as advertised by without the proposed changes to…. [but only where less 
onerous] 
 
Or that the County Council should: 
 

 Review the proposals relating to….[insert details of the proposal to be looked at separately 
as another scheme/TRO] 

 Refer the matter to the Traffic Regulation Committee for further consultation before making 
the decision. 

 Refer the matter to the Traffic regulation Committee for further consultation before the 
Cabinet/Lead Cabinet member makes the decision. 

 
As a result of the above I give authorisation for the Assistant Director of Legal Services to act 
on my decision pursuant to delegations approved in accordance with the Local Government 
Act 1972 and subsequent legislation. 

 

Signed:  
 
Liz Kirkham, Network Manager    
 
Date:  24/5/2022
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Appendices: 
 
 

Appendix A: Consultation plan 
Appendix B: Formal advertising notice, Statement of Reasons, Draft Order and Original Due 

Regard Statement 
Appendix C: Updated Due Regard Statement 
Appendix D: Statutory Consultation Correspondence 
Appendix E: Data 
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Appendix A: Consultation Plan 
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Appendix B: Formal Advertising Notice; Statement of Reasons; Draft Order, Original Due 
Regard Statement and Updated Due Regard Statement 
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Appendix C: Updated Due Regard Statement 
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Appendix D: Statutory Consultation Correspondence 
 
SWANBROOK CORRESPONDENCE 11/11/20 
 
Afternoon , 
 
I note the only exemption for the proposed scheme is Emergency Vehicles. 
 
However we operate some school bus routes in the Longlevens area (serving Churchdown School). For this academic 
year we are routing in the sections within the proposed scheme area including Paygrove Lane, Brooklands Park, 
Westmead Road, Greyhound Gardens. Whilst we are not operating via Church Road this year we may require to do 
for future to meet pupil demand for our services. 
These services obviously only operate during Term Time once in the mornings @ 08.00hrs approx. and once in the 
afternoon @ 15.30hrs approx.. 
 
In view of that could you please advise if provision has been made for Buses/Coaches (PCV's) to also be exempt from 
the restrictions if not could I please request it is. 
 
If provision is not made could you please advise how pupils in those restricted areas will be expected to access the 
convenience of the dedicated bus services we provide to the School? 
 
Many thanks 
 
Regards 
Swanbrook Transport Ltd 
 
 

GCC Response - It is environmental using the round goods vehicle sign. In answer to your 
query, your service is not goods so your vehicles can go through. 
 
Thank‐you for reconfirming. 
I guessed we should be exempt but wanted to double check. 
 
Regards 
Swanbrook 

 
TESCO CORRESPONDENCE 23/11/20 
 
Good afternoon, 
 
I am reaching out for information on a proposed 7.5t weight restriction TRO proposed for roads in 
the Longlevens area. The store manager of the Tesco Express in Longlevens has contacted me 
with concerns over the servicing of her store by our distribution vehicles.  
 
Can I please request that you send me the details of the proposed scheme, so I can ascertain the 
impact on the servicing of the Tesco Express in Longlevens? Or, alternatively, I can be contacted 
on the number below. 
 
Many thanks.  
 
Regional Risk Assessor South Wales & West 
Legal Compliance 
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GCC Response - Please find information attached.  All requested information sent to 
correspondent  
 
 
Hi, 
 
Many thanks for the prompt response. I completely understand and support your reasons for 
introducing this timed weight restriction. 
 
 Tesco distribution vehicles have a strict guided route that they must follow, when delivering to our 
stores. This is issued to the drivers on a ‘Store Delivery Risk Assessment’ document. The only 
exception would be an emergency situation or official traffic diversion due to roadworks. The 
Tesco distribution vehicles access and egress the Longlevens Express store along Old 
Cheltenham Rd. which is on the plan to have the restriction in place. 
 
Currently, our vehicles are not allowed to access the store between 08:00-09:00 and 15:00-16:00, 
which is a self-imposed safety restriction due to the proximity of the store to a school and applies 
only on school days. I will adjust these times to match the proposed restriction times of 08:00-
09:30 14:30-16:00 Monday to Sunday, and notify the drivers that this is now a legal restriction. 
 
 Can you please let me know when the restriction is due to come into force please? 
 
Regards & Keep Well 
RRA South Wales & West 
Distribution Support Office, DIRFT, Saxon Drive, Daventry, Northants, NN67GY. 
www.tescoplc.com | @tesconews 
 
 
CITY COUNCILLOR CORRESPONDENCE 6/11/20 
 
Thanks for dealing with this TRO. I`m very happy with the weight restriction on the roads 
mentioned. 
Cheers 
Clive 
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APPENDIX E:  Data 
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