
 
 

TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDER PANEL 
Regulatory Committee 
Agenda 
 

Date Thursday 30 January 2020 
 

Time 5.30 pm 
 

Venue Crompton Suite, Civic Centre, Oldham, West Street, Oldham, OL1 1NL 
 

Notes 
 

1. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST- If a Member requires any advice on 
any item involving a possible declaration of interest which could affect 
his/her ability to speak and/or vote he/she is advised to contact Paul 
Entwistle or  in advance of the meeting. 
 
2. CONTACT OFFICER for this Agenda is Kaidy McCann Tel. 0161 770 
5151 or email Kaidy.McCann@oldham.gov.uk 
  
3. PUBLIC QUESTIONS – Any member of the public wishing to ask a 
question at the above meeting can do so only if a written copy of the 
question is submitted to the Contact officer by 12 Noon on Monday, 27 
January 2020. 
 
4.  FILMING - The Council, members of the public and the press may 
record / film / photograph or broadcast this meeting when the public and the 
press are not lawfully excluded.  Any member of the public who attends a 
meeting and objects to being filmed should advise the Constitutional 
Services Officer who will instruct that they are not included in the filming. 
 
Please note that anyone using recording equipment both audio and visual 
will not be permitted to leave the equipment in the room where a private 
meeting is held. 
 

Recording and reporting the Council’s meetings is subject to the law 

including the law of defamation, the Human Rights Act, the Data Protection 
Act and the law on public order offences. 
 
 

 MEMBERSHIP OF THE TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDER PANEL IS AS 
FOLLOWS: 

 Councillors Akhtar (Vice-Chair), Garry (Chair), C. Gloster and Murphy 
 

 

Item No  

1   Apologies For Absence  

Public Document Pack

mailto:Kaidy.McCann@oldham.gov.uk


 
 

2   Urgent Business  

 Urgent business, if any, introduced by the Chair 

3   Declarations of Interest  

 To Receive Declarations of Interest in any Contract or matter to be discussed at 
the meeting. 

4   Public Question Time  

 To receive Questions from the Public, in accordance with the Council’s 
Constitution. 

5   Minutes of Previous Meeting (Pages 1 - 4) 

 The Minutes of the meeting held on 14th November 2019 are attached for 
approval. 

6   Objection to Traffic Regulation Order - Time Restricted Parking, Beal Lane, 
Shaw (Pages 5 - 30) 

 To consider 5 letters of objection and 1 letter of representation to the proposal to 
introduce time restricted parking 

7   Objection to the Proposed Prohibition of Waiting - Victoria Street, Shaw (Pages 
31 - 50) 

 To consider 3 letters of objection to the current proposal to introduce a 
Prohibition of Waiting Order in the form of double yellow lines 

 



 

TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDER PANEL 
14/11/2019 at 5.30 pm 

 
 

Present: Councillor Garry (Chair)  
Councillors Akhtar (Vice-Chair) and C. Gloster 
 

 Also in Attendance: 
 Alan Evans Group Solicitor 
 Gary Sutcliffe Unity Highways 
 Kaidy McCann Constitutional Services 

 

 

1   APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE   

Apologies for absence were received from Councillor Murphy. 
 

2   URGENT BUSINESS   

There were no items of urgent business received. 
 

3   DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST   

There were no declarations of interest received. 
 

4   PUBLIC QUESTION TIME   

There were no public questions received. 
 

5   MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETING   

RESOLVED that the minutes of the meeting held on 28th 
September 2019 be approved as a correct record. 
 

6   OBJECTION TO THE PROPOSED PROHIBITION OF 
WAITING - FRANKLIN STREET, OLDHAM  

 

The Panel gave consideration to a report regarding objections 
received to the introduction of double yellow lines on Franklin 
Street, Oldham. 
 
Correspondence was received from one of the businesses on 
Franklin Street, Oldham, regarding difficulties receiving 
deliveries to their premises, especially from larger vehicles due 
to the current level of parking along Franklin Street. The 
business had on occasion been forced to turn away deliveries 
as they had been unable to gain access to their premises due to 
obstructive parking. Observations highlighted a number of time 
plates required to allow enforcement to take place had been 
removed, arrangements were made to have them replaced, 
however, within a few days of them being replaced one of them 
had been removed again, rendering the lines unenforceable. 
 
The proposal had been approved under delegated powers on 
23rd January 2019 and subsequently advertised. One objection 
had been received from Elected Members. The basis of the 
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objection was that work was needed to be done with the 
residents to resolve the parking issues. 
 
In light of the objection, the introduction of additional single 
yellow lines would enable the time plates to be erected higher 
up the lighting columns and the existing poles would be replaced 
with longer ones to prevent motorists from removing the time 
plates. 
 
Options considered. 
Option 1: To approve the original proposal. 
Option 2: To approve the amended proposal. 
Option 3: Not to approve either proposal. 
 
RESOLVED that, consideration of the proposal be deferred to a 
later date. 
 

7   OBJECTION TO THE PROPOSED PROHIBITION OF 
WAITING - ROCHDALE ROAD AREA, HIGH CROMPTON, 
SHAW  

 

The Panel gave consideration to a report regarding objections 
received to the introduction of double yellow lines at several 
locations in the High Crompton area. 
 
Correspondence was received from local residents and Ward 
Members expressing concerns regarding obstructive parking 
taking place on Rochdale Road within close proximity to its 
junctions with Mossgate Road, Samuel Lane and Park Cottages, 
High Crompton. Observations undertaken at those locations had 
revealed the current parking practices were obstructing visibility 
for motorists manoeuvring at the junctions. In addition to the 
visibility issues at 
the above junctions, concerns have also been raised concerning 
parked vehicles on the south side of Mossgate Road opposite 
property numbers 5/7 which can obstruct traffic requiring access 
along the single-track section of Mossgate Road particularly 
farm vehicles gaining access to farms along the track. 
 
The proposal had been approved under delegated powers on 
22nd January 2019 and subsequently advertised. 7 letters of 
objections had been received. The basis of the objections was 
due to waiting restrictions within the Rochdale Road/Mossgate 
Road, Rochdale Road/Samuel Lane junctions and on Mossgate 
Road itself and one objection related to the proposal to 
introduce waiting restrictions within the Rochdale Road/Park 
Cottages junction. 
 
In light of the objections and additional discussions with Local 
Ward Members, it was recommended of the four locations 
proposed in the original report, one of the proposals be 
rescinded, two remain as per the original proposal and one is 
amended. 
 
Options considered 
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Option 1: To introduce a No Waiting at Any Time Traffic 
Regulation Order as originally proposed. 
Option 2: Rescind the proposed Traffic Regulation Orders. 
Option 3: To introduce, the amended proposals discussed in 
paragraphs 2.2, 2.3, 2.4 and 2.5. 
 
RESOLVED that, notwithstanding the objections received, the 
double yellow lines be introduced as amended to reflect 
Highway Officers preferred option. 
 

8   OBJECTIONS TO THE PROPOSED PROHIBITION OF 
WAITING - OTMOOR WAY, ROYTON  

 

Consideration was given to a report regarding objections 
received to the introduction of double yellow lines on Otmoor 
Way, Royton. 
 
Correspondence was received from residents of Otmoor Way 
via their Local Ward Member regarding obstructive parking from 
within the junction. Observations revealed that a small number 
of residents did park in this location and in addition, 
parents/carer picking up and dropping off children from St. 
Joseph’s Primary and Newbank Day Nursery. 
 
The proposal had been approved under delegated powers on 
28th November 2018 and subsequently advertised. One letter of 
objection had been received. The basis of the objection was due 
to the proposal covering the majority of the objector’s driveway. 
 
In light of the objections, there was no reason why the proposed 
length of waiting restrictions could not be reduced outside of the 
objector’s property. However should the resident find obstructive 
parking, their only option would be to apply for an Access 
Protection Marking self-funded. 
 
Options Considered. 
Option 1: To introduce a No Waiting at Any Time Traffic 
Regulation Order as originally proposed.  
Option 2: Rescind the proposed Traffic Regulation Orders. 
Option 3: to introduce, the amended proposals discussed in 
paragraphs 2.2 and 2.3 and 2.4. 
 
RESOLVED that, notwithstanding the objections received, the 
double yellow lines be introduced as amended to reflect 
Highway Officers preferred option. 
 
 

The meeting started at 5.50 pm and ended at 6.09 pm 
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Reason for Decision 
The purpose of this report is to consider 5 letters of objection and 1 letter of representation 
to the proposal to introduce time restricted parking along part of Beal Lane, Shaw. 
 
Despite the proposal not being supported by Highway Engineers and Greater Manchester 
Police, the Panel approved the implementation of the scheme for a 12-month period to 
allow the effects to be monitored. 
 
Recommendation 
It is recommended that in view of the objections now received and the adverse effect the 
resulting displaced parking will have on the nearby streets, the proposal is rescinded. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Report to TRO Panel 

 
Objection to Traffic Regulation Order – 
Time Restricted Parking, Beal Lane, Shaw 
 

Portfolio Holder:  
Councillor A Ur-Rehman, Cabinet Member for Neighbourhood 
Services 
 
Officer Contact:  Deputy Chief Executive – People and Place 
 
Report Author: Sarah Robinson 
Ext. 4377 
 
30 January 2020 
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TRO Panel 30 January 2020 
 
Objection to Traffic Regulation Order – Time Restricted Parking, Beal Lane, Shaw 
 
1 Background 
 
1.1 A proposal to introduce a 12-month Traffic Regulation Order along part of Beal Lane, 

Shaw, which restricted parking to a maximum stay of 3 hours, was approved by the 
Council’s Traffic Regulation Order Panel.  The request for the restriction was submitted via 
a petition, hence the decision made by the Panel.  A copy of the report which considered 
this matter is attached at Appendix A. 

 
1.2 The proposal was subsequently advertised and 5 letters of objection and 1 letter of 

representation have been received; these are attached at Appendix B. 
 
1.3 The basis of the objections relates to the detrimental impact the proposal will have on 

residential parking along Beal Lane for residents who want to park longer than the 3 hours 
and for Cheetham Street residents who will suffer the problems generated by displaced 
parking. 

 
1.4 This proposal is not supported by Highway Engineers or by Greater Manchester Police 

due to the highway safety issues that could result; this is detailed in the report attached at 
Appendix A.  In view of the objections now received it is evident that some residents feel 
the proposal could also have an adverse effect on residential parking due to the 
displacement that will result. 

 
2 Options/Alternatives 
 
2.1 Option 1 – approve the proposal 
 
2.2 Option 2 - rescind the proposal 
 
3 Preferred Option 
 
3.1 Option 2 is the preferred option.  
 
4 Comments of the Shaw Ward Councillors 
 
4.1 The Ward Councillors have been consulted and no comments were received. 
 
5 Financial Implications  
 
5.1 These were dealt with in the previous report. 
 
6 Legal Services Comments 
 
6.1 These were dealt with in the previous report. 
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7 Co-operative Agenda 
 
7.1 In respect of the Beal Lane proposal there are no Co-operative issues or opportunities 

arising and the proposals are in line with the Council’s Ethical Framework 
 
8 Human Resources Comments 
 
8.1 None. 
 
9 Risk Assessments 
 
9.1 None 
 
10 IT Implications 
 
10.1 None. 
 
11 Property Implications 
 
11.1 None. 
 
12 Procurement Implications 
 
12.1 None. 
 
13 Environmental and Health & Safety Implications 
 
13.1 These were dealt with in the previous report. 
 
14 Equality, community cohesion and crime implications 
 
14.1 These were dealt with in the previous report. 
 
15 Equality Impact Assessment Completed? 
 
15.1  No. 
 
16 Key Decision 
 
16.1 No. 
 
17 Key Decision Reference 
 
17.1 Not applicable. 
 
18 Background Papers 
 
18.1 The following is a list of background papers on which this report is based in accordance 

with the requirements of Section 100(1) of the Local Government Act 1972.  It does not 
include documents which would disclose exempt or confidential information as defined by 
the Act : 
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None. 
 

19 Appendices 
 
19.1 Appendix A – Copy of Delegated Report 
 Appendix B – Copy of Objections 
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APPENDIX A 

 
COPY OF TRO PANEL REPORT 
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APPENDIX B 

 
COPY OF OBJECTIONS 
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Reason for Decision 
The purpose of this report is to consider 3 letters of objection (see Appendix B) to the 
current proposal to introduce a Prohibition of Waiting Order on Victoria Street, Shaw, in the 
form of double yellow lines. 
 
Recommendation 
Notwithstanding the objection received it is recommended that the Panel supports the 
introduction of a Traffic Regulation Order on Victoria Street, Shaw as per the original 
proposal shown in the schedule within the Delegated Report at Appendix A. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Report to TRO Panel 

 
Objection to the Proposed Prohibition of 
Waiting – Victoria Street, Shaw 
 

Portfolio Holder:  
Councillor A Ur-Rehman, Cabinet Member for Neighbourhood 
Services 
 
Officer Contact:  Deputy Chief Executive – People and Place 
 
Report Author: Darryll Elwood, Technical Admin 
Ext. 1946 
 
30 January 2020 
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TRO Panel 30 January 2020 
 
Objection to the Proposed Prohibition of Waiting – Victoria Street, Shaw 
 
1 Background 
 
1.1 The original proposal was approved under delegated powers on 29 March 2019, decision 

D3593 refers.  A copy of the report is attached at Appendix A. 
 
1.2 The proposal was advertised on 2 October 2019 at which time 3 letters of objection were 

received. 
 
2 Current Position 
 
2.1 At this time there are no waiting restrictions on Victoria Street at its junction with Rochdale 

Road.  Observations have revealed parking does take place directly at the junction which 
not only can obstruct visibility for motorists entering and exiting the junction but prevent the 
free flow of traffic through the junction.  In instances where the free flow of traffic becomes 
obstructed motorists trying to manoeuvre through the junction in opposite directions can 
find themselves having to either reverse back along Victoria Street or out onto Rochdale 
Road creating a possible highway safety issue. 

 
2.2 It is appreciated parking on Victoria Street is at a premium as residents of Rochdale Road 

also park in this location due to existing waiting restrictions on Rochdale Road.  However, 
these vehicles are parking within 10 metres of the junction, therefore the current proposal 
on the west side of Victoria Street is simply reinforcing rule 243 of the Highway Code (DO 
NOT stop or park opposite or within 10 metres (32 feet) of a junction, except in an 
authorised parking space. 

 
2.3 In addition to the proposed 10 metres of double yellow lines on the west side of Victoria 

Street it is recommended 19 metres of double yellow lines are introduced on the east side 
to assist the free flow of traffic through the junction by preventing vehicles either having to 
wait on Rochdale Road or reverse back onto Rochdale Road to allow vehicles to exit 
Victoria Street when parking occurs within close proximity to the junction. 

 
3 Options/Alternatives 
 
3.1 Option 1: To approve the original proposal. 
 
3.2 Option 2: Not to approve the original proposal. 
 
4 Preferred Option 
 
4.1 The preferred option is option 1. 
 
5 Comments of Shaw Ward Councillors 
 
5.1 The Ward Councillors were previously consulted at TMU stage and comments were 

received from Councillor H Sykes and Councillor H Gloster who are opposed to the 
proposal as it is not needed and will encourage further rat running.  Councillor C Gloster 
has not commented as he sits on the TRO Panel.  The Ward Councillors have been 
consulted again and no comments were received.   
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6 Financial Implications  
 
6.1 These were dealt with in the previous report. 
 
7 Legal Services Comments 
 
7.1 These were dealt with in the previous report. 
 
8 Co-operative Agenda 
 
8.1 In respect of the proposal there are no Co-operative issues or opportunities arising and the 

proposals are in line with the Council's Ethical Framework. 
 
9 Human Resources Comments 
 
9.1 None. 
 
10 Risk Assessments 
 
10.1 None. 
 
11 IT Implications 
 
11.1 None. 
 
12 Property Implications 
 
12.1 None. 
 
13 Procurement Implications 
 
13.1 None. 
 
14 Environmental and Health & Safety Implications 
 
14.1 These were dealt with in the previous report. 
 
15 Equality, community cohesion and crime implications 
 
15.1 Dealt with in previous report. 
 
16 Equality Impact Assessment Completed? 
 
16.1  No. 
 
17 Key Decision 
 
17.1 No. 
 
18 Key Decision Reference 
 
18.1 Not applicable. 
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19 Background Papers 
 
19.1 The following is a list of background papers on which this report is based in accordance 

with the requirements of Section 100(1) of the Local Government Act 1972.  It does not 
include documents which would disclose exempt or confidential information as defined by 
the Act : 

 
None. 
 

20 Appendices 
 
20.1 Appendix A  – Copy of Delegated Report 

Appendix B  – Copy of Objections 
Appendix C  – Google snapshot of current parking 
 

21 Proposal 
 
21.1 Notwithstanding the objections received it is recommended that Option 1 be approved and 

the proposed Order be introduced as detailed in the schedule contained in the original 
report at Appendix A. 
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APPENDIX A 
 

COPY OF DELEGATED REPORT 
 
 
 
 
 
  

Page 35



 

TM3/990 g:\common\dec_rec\356 13.01.20 

  6 

 
  

Page 36



 

TM3/990 g:\common\dec_rec\356 13.01.20 

  7 

 

Page 37



 

TM3/990 g:\common\dec_rec\356 13.01.20 

  8 

 

Page 38



 

TM3/990 g:\common\dec_rec\356 13.01.20 

  9 

 

Page 39



 

TM3/990 g:\common\dec_rec\356 13.01.20 

  10 

 

Page 40



 

TM3/990 g:\common\dec_rec\356 13.01.20 

  11 

 
  

Page 41



 

TM3/990 g:\common\dec_rec\356 13.01.20 

  12 

 

Page 42



 

TM3/990 g:\common\dec_rec\356 13.01.20 

  13 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX B 
 

COPY OF OBJECTIONS 
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APPENDIX C 
 

GOOGLE SNAPSHOT OF CURRENT PARKING 
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