
 
 

TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDER PANEL 
Regulatory Committee 
Agenda 
 

Date Thursday 24 September 2020 
 

Time 5.30 pm 
 

Venue Virtual meeting  
https://www.oldham.gov.uk/info/200608/meetings/1940/live_council_meetings_online  
 

Notes 
 

Notes  
  
1. DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST- If a Member requires 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 Mark Hardman at least 24 
hours in advance of the meeting.  
  
2. CONTACT OFFICER for this agenda is Mark Hardman or email 
constitutional.services@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, 21 September 2020.  
  
4.  FILMING – This meeting will be recorded for live and/or subsequent broadcast on 
the Council’s website.  The whole of the meeting will be recorded, except where 
there are confidential or exempt items and the footage will be on our website. This 
activity promotes democratic engagement in accordance with section 100A(9) of the 
Local Government Act 1972.   
  
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 C. Gloster, Murphy, S Bashforth (Substitute), Davis (Chair) and Surjan 
 

 

Item No  

1   Apologies For Absence  

2   Urgent Business  

 Urgent business, if any, introduced by the Chair 

Public Document Pack



 
 

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 - 2) 

 The Minutes of the meeting of the TRO Panel held on 23rd July 2020 are 
attached for approval. 

6   New Saddleworth School, Diggle - Various Traffic Regulation Orders, 
Huddersfield Road and Associated Area - Objections to Traffic Proposals (Pages 
3 - 104) 

7   Section 257 Town & Country Planning Act 1990 - Diversion of Part of Footpath 
119 Saddleworth (Pages 105 - 112) 

 



 

TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDER PANEL 
23/07/2020 at 5.30 pm 

 
 

Present: Councillor Davis (Chair)  
Councillors Murphy and Surjan 
 

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

 

 

1   ELECTION OF VICE CHAIR   

RESOLVED that Councillor Surjan be elected as Vice Chair for 
the Municipal Year 2020/21. 
 

2   APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE   

Apologies for absence were received from Councillor C Gloster. 
 

3   URGENT BUSINESS   

There were no items of urgent business received. 
 

4   DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST   

There were no declarations of interest received. 

5   PUBLIC QUESTION TIME   

There were no public questions received. 
 

6   MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETING   

RESOLVED that the minutes of the meeting held on 11th June 
2020 be approved as a correct record. 
 

7   OBJECTIONS TO THE PROPOSED PROHIBITION OF 
WAITING - UNNAMED ACCESS ROAD OFF MANOR 
ROAD, OLDHAM  

 

The Panel gave consideration to a report regarding objections 
received to the introduction of double yellow lines along the un-
named access road between property number 18-20 Manor 
Road, Oldham. 
 
Complaints had been received from local residents that the un-
named access road that lead to the rear of the properties was 
regularly used as a convenient parking place that prevented 
vehicular access to the properties on Manor Road and Abbey 
Hills Road. Observations confirmed that parking on the site was 
problematic. 
 
The proposal had been approved under delegated powers on 
21st October 2019 and subsequently advertised. Two letters of 
objection had been received from local residents. The basis of 
the objections was that the proposal could be amended and Page 1
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restrictions be introduced along one side of the un-named 
access road only (along the gable of number 18). 
 
In light of the objection, it was acknowledged that on-street 
parking within the Manor Road area was at a premium. However 
the introduction of double yellow lines would remove 
obstructions for highway users and would cause less safety 
problems on the highway. 
 
Options Considered. 
Option 1: approve the proposal. 
Option 2: rescind the proposal. 
 
RESOLVED that, notwithstanding the objections received, the 
double yellow lines be introduced as detailed in the report. 
 
 

The meeting started at 5.30 pm and ended at 5.43 pm 
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Reason for Decision 

 
The purpose of this report is to consider objections and representations received to a 
proposed Traffic Regulation Orders associated with the new Saddleworth School in Diggle. 

 
 

 
Recommendation 
It is recommended that the TRO’s as detailed at the end of this report be approved as 

advertised. 
 

 
 
 

 
 

 
 
 

 

Report to TRO Panel 

 
New Saddleworth School, Diggle – Various 
Traffic Regulation Orders, Huddersfield Road 
and Associated Area - Objections to Traffic 
Proposals. 
 

Portfolio Holder:  
Councillor B Brownridge, Cabinet Member for Neighbourhood 
Services 
 
Officer Contact:  Deputy Chief Executive – People and Place 
 
Report Author: Alister Storey, Senior Traffic Engineer 
Ext. 5766 
 
24 September 2020 
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TRO Panel 24 September 2020 
 
New Saddleworth School, Diggle – Various Traffic Regulation Orders, Huddersfield Road 
and Associated Area - Objections to Traffic Proposals 
 
1 Background 
 
1.1 A traffic management scheme supported by TRO’s associated with the new Saddleworth 

School, Diggle was approved under delegated powers on 23 April 2020; a copy of the 
approved report is attached at Appendix A. 

 
1.2 The proposal was subsequently advertised in line with current central Government advice 

during the Covid-19 pandemic. A total of 38 representation have been received, all 
correspondence received is contained in Appendix B. A number of the responses were 
duplicate responses sent by different people. 

 
1.3 The relocation of Saddleworth School to the new site off Huddersfield Road in Diggle is a 

contentious issue and much of the correspondence received does not relate to the 
advertised Traffic Regulation Order, more to the fact that the school is being built at the 
location. The objections that do relate to the advertised Order are summarized in Table 1 
below; 

 
Table 1 – Summary of objections 

 
 

Objection Number of 
objections 

Officers Response 

You cannot separate the planned TRO from 
the school plan, they depend on each other 
and are part of the original Saddleworth 
School Plan. It was OMBC that decided to 
separate them because they knew the road 
scheme plans were locally unpopular. 

 
 

5 

It is a legal requirement to advertise the Traffic 
Regulation Order, not the Council choice. The 
proposals relate to highway restrictions, not the 
geometric layout of the highway. 

The original planning letter from Highways 
was only sent to a selected narrow group of 
residents and does not give local Dobcross/ 
Diggle residents their full democratic right to 
express any concerns. 

 
 

12 

The Advertisement of the Traffic Regulation Order 
was carried in line with the Regulations and guidance 
given by Central Government during the Covid-19 
pandemic. Letter drops were carried out to properties 
directly fronting proposed restrictions, as lock down 
eased notices were erected on site. All the 
documents relating to the advertised Order were 
posted on the  Councils New Saddleworth School 
webpage. 

COVID-19 has hampered the chance for full 
social recourse from Saddleworth Parish 
Council, as they are not functioning fully as 
a Parish Council at present. Plus local 
community access is also impaired with the 
major priority of safety and care uppermost 
in residents minds. 

 
 

7 

The Advertisement of the Traffic Regulation Order 
was carried in line with the Regulations and guidance 
given by Central Government during the Covid-19 
pandemic. Letter drops were carried out to properties 
directly fronting proposed restrictions, as lock down 
eased notices were erected on site. All the 
documents relating to the advertised Order were 
posted on the Councils New Saddleworth School 
webpage. 

The plans and information sent to a narrow 
selection of local residents, differs from the 
original plans and is therefore confusing. 
The illustrated maps in particular differ from 

 
 

8 

The plans that formed part of the advertisement and 
that were sent to residents/businesses directly 
affected by the proposals indicated the proposed 
restrictions being advertised not the highway layout 
or its associated infrastructure. 
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the master plan and leaves out important 
detail. 
The response link for comments states 
written response only, with no forwarding 
email address or direct personnel name 
added. The present COVID-19 situation has 
postal delivery dates for even 1st class mail 
taking up to 7 - 10 days to reach their 
destination. How are residents supposed to 
get the chance to make their views heard in 
such a complex situation. 

 
7 

Several responses have been received by post. All 
correspondence received after the end of the 
advertisement period have also been considered and 
have been included in this report. Numerous 
responses were also received to the Councils New 
Saddleworth School email address. 

The (proposed) restrictions remove the 
ability of residents, visitor etc of 109 - 131 
Huddersfield Road to park cars with no 
alternative being offered. Please provide 
alternative parking. How are residents of 
these properties meant to get children in 
and out of cars and transfer shopping etc. 
The car park being provided is 100m from 
these properties. 

 
 
 
 
6 
 
 

The unrestricted parking outside properties 123 to 
131 Huddersfield Road will be maintained. The 
lengths of single yellow lines (6am-6pm, Mon - Fri) 
allow for overnight and weekend parking.  Anyone is 
permitted to park, free of charge, in the new car park 
area as indicated on the plans provided. Drop off/pick 
up is permitted on double yellow lines. 

The "Scheme" is being assessed after 3 
months - why? 

6 There is a planning condition in place that specifies 
that Oldham Council must monitor effects of the new 
school on the highway for three months post opening. 

If restrictions are implemented on 
Huddersfield Road, vehicles will be parked 
on Ambrose Crescent causing access and 
parking issues for residents of Ambrose 
Crescent. Please implement a residents 
only parking scheme on Ambrose Crescent. 

 
 

5 

Double yellow lines are proposed at key locations on 
Ambrose Crescent to limit the impact of parking on 
the highway and residents. Under Oldham Council’s 
current criteria for residents parking, a scheme 
cannot be implemented on Ambrose Crescent as the 
majority of properties have off street parking. The 
impact of parking on the highway and residents will 
be monitored for 3 months after the new school is 
opened and proposals for further restrictions 
developed as required. 

The plans show the location of the proposed 
traffic lights. 

3 The plans only indicate the proposed restrictions 
being advertised not the highway layout or its 
infrastructure. 

Access and traffic flow for all residents will 
be severely hampered by the effects of the 
TRO. 
 

2 The TRO seeks to introduce measure to encourage 
the free-flowing movement of vehicles. 

The TRO was not advertised in the local 
press 

2 The TRO advertisement was advertised in the 
Manchester Evening News on 6th May 2020. 

The Parish Council or Ward councilors were 
not sent details of the TRO. 

 
2 

The Parish Council and all ward Councilors were 
included in the circulation list when the TRO was 
advertised on the 6th May 2020. 

The web link provided sent you to the 
planning portal with 119 subsections. 

 
2 

It was clearly stated to open the web page 
Oldham.Gov.UK and search Saddleworth School, 
the first search result brings up the New Saddleworth 
School page with a clear direct link to the TRO 
proposals. 

   

 
 
1.4 The Traffic Regulation Order is proposed to support changes in the highway layout required 

for the new school. The changes include the introduction of signalized shuttle working on 
Huddersfield Road, creation of a residents parking area and a new free to use car park. The 
Traffic Regulation Orders to support these changes introduce parking restrictions in the form 
of double and single yellow lines. The restrictions are required to ensure the correct 
operation of the shuttle working system and to ensure the free flow of vehicles along 
Huddersfield Road. 
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1.5  The effects and mitigation measures of each proposal are detailed in contained in Table 2 

below. 
 
2 Justification 
 
2.1 It is accepted that implementation of the new restrictions associated with this TRO will 

reduce the capacity for on street parking. A number of measures are proposed to provide 
alternative parking facilities wherever possible.  Details of the restrictions and the 
proposed mitigation measures are given in Table 2 below. 

 
2.2 The proposed restrictions are key to the operation of the highway improvements 

associated with the new Saddleworth School. It is imperative that the highway on the 
approaches to and through the proposed signalized shuttle working system is kept free 
from parked vehicles. 

 
Table 2 – Proposals and mitigation measures. 

 
Proposed Restriction Mitigation Measure 

Double yellow lines on Huddersfield Road outside 
properties 20 to 44 removes all on street parking. Parking 
restricted due to implementation of signalized shuttle 
working area. 

Land is being provided to the rear of each property 
(20 to 44) that will provide parking for a minimum of 
two vehicles. This actually increases the parking 
capacity compared to the space outside the 
properties on Huddersfield Road. 

Double yellow lines on Huddersfield Road outside 
properties 25 to 45 removes all on street parking. Parking 
restricted due to implementation of signalized shuttle 
working area. 

A new resident parking area is being created on the 
east side of Huddersfield Road opposite number 45. 
Each property (25 to 45) will be entitled to a 
maximum 2 spaces in this parking area. Further 
parking will be available in a car park (19 spaces) 
adjacent to the residents parking area. 

Single yellow lines on the east side of Huddersfield Rd. 
Restriction is required to ensure that the approach to the 
Shuttle working signals is kept free of parked vehicles 
during restricted hours. This restriction impacts on the 
ability of residents in 109 to 131 Huddersfield Road to 
park, as they do now, on the highway Parking is allowed 
between 6pm and 6am and at weekends. The majority of 
residents of these properties have parking for 1 vehicle to 
the rear of their properties. 

A new car park (19 spaces) is being constructed 
adjacent to the residents parking area. Residents of 
109 to131 Huddersfield Road may park in this car 
park for free. The single yellow lines also permit 
overnight and weekend parking. 

Reinstatement of double yellow lines outside 121 
Huddersfield Road. The existing TRO for double yellow 
lines covers this location, however as some point the 
restriction on site was truncated prior to number 121. The 
length of restriction is required to be reinstated to 
facilitate vehicles turning right out of the new school 
access road. 

A new car park (19 spaces) is being constructed 
adjacent to the residents parking area. Residents of 
109 to131 Huddersfield Road may park in this car 
park for free. The single yellow lines also permit 
overnight and weekend parking. 

Double yellow lines at selected locations on Ambrose 
Crescent. 

The impact of parking on the highway and residents 
will be monitored for 3 months after the new school 
is opened and proposals for further restrictions 
developed as required. 

 
 
3 Options/Alternatives 
 
3.1 Option 1 – Not to uphold the Objections to the proposals and to approve the Traffic 

Regulation Order as Advertised. 
3.2 Option 2 – To revise the proposals as per Councillor Harkness comments in paragraph 5.1 
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3.3 Option 3 – To uphold the Objections to the proposals and rescind the proposals. 
3.4 Option 4 – To partially uphold the Objections to the proposals and to approve amendments 

to the proposals. 
 
4 Preferred Option 
 
4.1 The preferred option is Option 1. The removal of obstructive on street parking will be 

paramount to the operation of the signalised shuttle working and the free flowing of 
vehicles on Huddersfield Road. The proposed restrictions and alternative parking facilities 
have been designed to provide sufficient parking for residents and visitors to the area. 

 
5 Comments of Saddleworth South Ward Councillors 
 
5.1 Cllr G Harkness commented, that to assist in residents parking, the single yellow line 

proposed West side of Huddersfield Road between the school entrance road and the new 
car park restriction could be lessened to 7.30am to 5pm. 

5.2 Cllr P Bryne, no further comments received. 
5.3 Cllr G Hulme, no further comments received. 
 
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 Traffic management proposed 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. 
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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 These were dealt with in the previous report 
 
16 Equality Impact Assessment Completed? 
 
16.1  No 
 
17 Key Decision 
 
17.1 No. 
 
18 Key Decision Reference 
 
18.1 Not applicable. 
 
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 
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21 Proposal 
 
21.1 It is proposed the original scheme be approved and the restrictions proposed are 

approved and advertised, in accordance with the following schedule. 
 

 
Delete from The Oldham Borough Council (Saddleworth Area) Consolidation Order Prohibition of Waiting, Amendment 

No 24 Order 2012 

 
 
Delete from The Oldham Borough Council (Saddleworth Area) Consolidation Order Prohibition of Waiting, Amendment 

Order 2003 

 
 
  

Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4 Column 5 

Item No 
 

Length of Road Duration Exemptions No Loading 

 Huddersfield Road 
(North west side)  
 
From its junction with Standedge Road 
for a distance of 265 metres in a north 
easterly direction 
 

 
 
 
 
At Any Time 

 
 
 
 

A, B1, B3, B4, C, 
E, J, K3 

 
 

 Huddersfield Road 
(South east side) 
 
From its junction with Standedge Road 
for a distance of 120 metres in a north 
easterly direction 
 

 
 
 

At Any Time 

 
 
 

A, B1, B3, B4, C, 
E, J, K3 

 

Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4 Column 5 

Item No 
 

Length of Road Duration Exemptions No Loading 

 Huddersfield Road 
(Both sides) 
 
From its junction with un-named access 
road to WH Shaw Ltd for a distance of 
39 metres in a south westerly direction 
 

 
 
 
 
At Any Time 

 
 
 
 

A, B1, B3, B4, C, 
E, J, K3 

 
 

 Un-named access road to WH Shaw Ltd 
(Both sides) 
 
From its junction with Huddersfield Road 
for a distance of 10 metres in a south 
easterly direction 
 

 
 
 
At Any Time 

 
 
 
 

A, B1, B3, B4, C, 
E, J, K3 
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Drawing Numbers 47/A1/1609/1 and 2 
 

Add to the Oldham Borough Council (Saddleworth Area) Consolidation Order 2003  
Part 1, Schedule 1 

 

Column 1 Column 2 Column 3 Column 4 Column 5 
Item No 
 

Length of Road Duration Exemptions No Loading 

 Huddersfield Road 
(North west side)  
 
From its junction with 
Standedge Road for a 
distance of 375 metres in a 
north easterly direction 
 

At Any Time A, B1, B3, B4, C, E, 
J, K3 

At Any Time 

 Huddersfield Road 
(South east side) 
 
From its junction with 
Standedge Road for a 
distance of 305 metres in a 
north easterly direction 
 

At Any Time A, B1, B3, B4, C, E, 
J, K3 

At Any Time 

 Huddersfield Road 
(South east side) 
 
From a point 360 metres 
north east of its junction 
with Standedge Road for a 
distance of 106 metres in a 
north easterly direction 
 

At Any Time A, B1, B3, B4, C, E, 
J, K3 

At Any Time 

 Huddersfield Road 
(North west side)  
 
From a point 46 metres 
south west its junction with 
Ambrose Crescent for a 
distance of 61.5 metres in 
a north easterly direction 

At Any Time A, B1, B3, B4, C, E, 
J, K3 

At Any Time 

 Un-named access road to 
Car Park and Residents 
Parking Area opposite 
37/39 to 53 Huddersfield 
Road 
(Both sides) 
 
From its junction with 
Huddersfield Road 
opposite property number 
53 to its junction with 
Huddersfield Road 
opposite properties 
number 37/39 for its entire 
length 
 

At Any Time A, B1, B3, B4, C, E, 
J, K3 

At Any Time 

 Ambrose Crescent 
(South west side)  
 

At Any Time A, B1, B3, B4, C, E, 
J, K3 
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From its junction with 
Huddersfield Road in a 
primarily north west 
direction for a distance of 
75 metres 
 

 Ambrose Crescent 
(North east side)  
 
From its junction with 
Huddersfield Road in a 
primarily north west 
direction for a distance of 
32 metres 
 

At Any Time A, B1, B3, B4, C, E, 
J, K3 

 

 Ambrose Crescent 
(North east side)  
 
From a point 52 metres 
north west of its junction 
with Huddersfield Road to a 
point 62 metres from its 
junction with Huddersfield 
Road 
 

At Any Time A, B1, B3, B4, C, E, 
J, K3 

 

 Saddleworth School 
Access Road 
(Both sides) 
 
From its junction with 
Huddersfield Road in a 
south easterly direction for 
a distance of 120 metres 
 

At Any Time A, B1, B3, B4, C, E, 
J, K3 

At Any Time 

 Huddersfield Road 
(South east side) 
 
From a point 305 metres 
north east of its junction 
with Standedge Road for a 
distance of 58 metres in a 
north easterly direction 
 

No waiting Mon – 
Fri 

6am – 6pm 

A, B1, B3, B4, C, E, 
J, K3 

Mon – Fri 
6am – 6pm 

 Huddersfield Road 
(South east side) 
 
From a point 466 metres 
north east of its junction 
with Standedge Road for a 
distance of 52.5 metres in a 
north easterly direction 
 

No waiting Mon – 
Fri 

6am – 6pm 

A, B1, B3, B4, C, E, 
J, K3 

Mon – Fri 
6am – 6pm 
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Proposed One-Way Traffic Order 

 
  

Road Length Permitted Direction 

Un-named access road to Car Park and 
Residents Parking Area opposite 37/39 to 53 
Huddersfield Road 
 
 

 

From its junction with Huddersfield Road 
opposite property number 53 to its junction 
with Huddersfield Road opposite property 
numbers 37/39 for its entire length 
 

 
Clockwise 
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Appendix A Copy of Delegated Report 
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Appendix B Copies of Redacted Objections 
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Reason for Decision 

 
To seek approval for possible modifications to the Oldham Borough Council (Part of Footpath 119 
Saddleworth) Public Path Diversion and Definitive Map and Statement Order 2017. 
 

Recommendations 

 
It is recommended that: 
1. In the event that the Planning Inspector determines that point B on the Oldham Borough 

Council (Part of Footpath 119 Saddleworth) Public Path Diversion and Definitive Map and 
Statement Order 2017 does not lie on Council owned land, the Inspector be requested to 
modify the Order by moving point B slightly to the south east to a position which lies on 
Council owned land; 

2. The Planning Inspector be requested to modify the Order by extending the termination of the 
footpath diversion from point C to point A on the Order map so it terminates on an adopted 
highway. 
 
 
 

TRAFFIC REGULATION ORDER PANEL 

 

Section 257 Town & Country Planning Act 
1990 – Diversion of Part of Footpath 119 
Saddleworth 
 

Portfolio Holder:  
Councillor Brownridge, Cabinet Member for Neighbourhoods and 
Culture 
 

Officer Contact:  Director of Legal Services 
 

Report Author: Alan Evans Group Solicitor 

Ext. 3019 
 

24 September 2020 
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Traffic Regulation Order Panel 24 September 2020 
  
 

Section 257 Town & Country Planning Act 1990 – Diversion of Part of Footpath 119 

Saddleworth 
 

1 Background 
 
1.1   Following a decision by the Traffic Regulation Order Panel on 27 July 2017, the Council 

made a Public Path Diversion and Definitive Map and Statement Modification Order in 
respect of part of footpath 119 Saddleworth at the rear of Treetops Close, Dobcross.  A 
copy of the Order plan is attached at Appendix 1.  The diversion was proposed to enable 
the Council owned land through which the footpath passes to be sold to the owners of 1 -
3 Treetops Close as garden extensions.  The proposed diversion route to an extent 
follows an existing unofficial track across Council owned land and would divert the 
footpath around the garden extensions.  
 

1.2   The owner of 3 Treetops Close obtained planning permission for the change of use of the 
land to garden use associated with the dwellings (PA/340311/17), with the intention of 
buying the land from the Council with his neighbours.  However, several objections to the 
Order were received and the Order has been sent to the Planning Inspectorate for 
determination.   
 

1.3   Four objections were received, one of which was subsequently withdrawn following 
discussions with the objector.  The three remaining objections, two from local residents 
and one from a former Saddleworth Parish Councillor, mainly raise issues relating to the 
planning permission rather than the Order.  

 
1.4 The objections are being dealt with by the written representations procedure, where all 

parties submit their comments to the Planning Inspector for consideration.  The Inspector 
will subsequently decide whether the Order should be confirmed or not.  It is possible for 
the Inspector to confirm the Order with modifications if no prejudice is caused by the 
proposed modifications.  

 
1.5   One of the objections, from a resident of Sycamore Cottages, is that the start of the 

diversion route (point B on the Order map) lies on land in his ownership and that point B 
should be located slightly to the south east.  In February 2020 the objector acquired land 
at the rear of Treetops Close, Dobcross from the Council by adverse possession, having 
fenced off the land without the Council’s permission and incorporated it into his garden 
several years before.  A copy of the Land Registry plan showing the land acquired by 
adverse possession is shown at Appendix 2.   

 

2 Current Position 
 
2.1   Where a footpath is being diverted it is necessary to obtain the consent of any landowner 

over whose land the diverted footpath passes before the Order can be confirmed.  From 
the different scales of the Order map compared to the Land Registry plan it is difficult to 
determine whether point B on the Order map lies on land still owned by the Council or on 
the land acquired by the objector.  The Council view is that point B remains on land 
owned by the Council.  However in the event that the Planning Inspector agrees that point 
B lies on the objector’s land, the Panel is requested to agree that the Inspector be 
requested to modify the Order so that point B is relocated slightly to the south east onto 
land remaining in the Council’s ownership and which is due to be sold to the owners of 1-
3 Treetops Close.   
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2.2   It has also been noted that point C on the Order map is not located on an adopted 

highway.  Point C is an existing footpath which forms part of the access to Holy Trinity C 
of E Primary School but it has not been formally dedicated as a highway.  A footpath 
diversion should end on a highway so it is recommended that the Planning Inspector be 
requested to modify the Order so that the proposed diversion continues from point C 
along the access footpath to point A where it joins the adopted highway network.   

 
2.3 It is not considered that any prejudice is caused to any party by the proposed 

modifications to the diverted footpath route as they will be on Council owned land. 
 

3 Options/Alternatives 
 
3.1 Option 1 – to approve the recommendations 
 
3.2 Option 2 – not to approve the recommendations 
 

4 Preferred Option 
 
4.1 It is recommended that option 1 be approved.  If option 1 is not approved and the 

Planning Inspector determines that point B on the Order plan lies on land not owned by 
the Council, the Order cannot be confirmed.  Extending the proposed footpath diversion 
between points C and A will also ensure the diverted route ends on the adopted highway 
network.   

 

5 Consultation 
 
5.1 The Saddleworth North ward councillors have been consulted and made no comments. 
 

6 Financial Implications  
 
6.1 The original report dealing with the diversion of footpath 119 was submitted in July 2017. 

At that time the applicant had paid the required standard submission fee of £2,500 
(including Court Fees). This was credited to the Highways Operations Unity cost centre to 
cover the cover the costs of dealing with the application. 

 
6.2     As this report is ancillary to the original proposal, there are no further financial 

implications arising from it.  (Nigel Howard) 
 

7 Legal Services Comments 
 
7.1 Legal comments are incorporated in the body of the report. (A Evans)  
 

8. Co-operative Agenda 
 
8.1 There are no co-operative issues or opportunities arising. 
 

9 Human Resources Comments 
 
9.1 Not applicable.  
 

10 Risk Assessments 
 
10.1 Not applicable  
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11 IT Implications 
 
11.1 None 
 

12 Property Implications 
 
12.1 The course of action and recommendation referred to within this report is fully supported 

from a property perspective. (Mark Elton) 
 

13 Procurement Implications 
 
13.1 Not applicable  
 

14 Environmental and Health & Safety Implications 
 
14.1 None 
 

15 Equality, community cohesion and crime implications 
 
15.1 None  
 

16 Equality Impact Assessment Completed? 
 
16.1  No 
 

17 Key Decision 
 
17.1 No  
 

18 Key Decision Reference 
 
18.1 N/a  
 

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: 
 
File Ref : FD4/17 (visual file 11708) 
Name of File : Footpath 119 Saddleworth  - S257 Order 
Records held in Director of Legal Services Department, Civic Centre, West Street, 
Oldham 
Officer Name: Alan Evans 
Contact No: 0161 770 3019 
 

20 Appendices  
 
20.1 Appendix 1 - Oldham Borough Council (Part of Footpath 119 Saddleworth) Public Path 

Diversion and Definitive Map and Statement Order 2017 map 
 
 Appendix 2 – Land at rear of Treetops Close, Dobcross acquired by adjacent landowner 
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These are the notes referred to on the following official copy

The electronic official copy of the title plan follows this message.

Please note that this is the only official copy we will issue.  We will not issue a paper official copy.

This official copy was delivered electronically and when printed will not be to scale.  You can obtain a paper

official copy by ordering one from HM Land Registry.

This official copy is issued on 12 February 2020 shows the state of this title plan on 12 February 2020 at

14:48:31. It is admissible in evidence to the same extent as the original (s.67 Land Registration Act 2002).

This title plan shows the general position, not the exact line, of the boundaries. It may be subject to distortions

in scale. Measurements scaled from this plan may not match measurements between the same points on the

ground.

This title is dealt with by the HM Land Registry, Fylde Office .

Page 111



This official copy is incomplete without the preceding notes page.
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