
 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
Reason for Decision 
The purpose of this report is to consider a number of objections received to the 
introduction of two disabled persons parking places on Kersley Street and Manley Road, 
Oldham. 
 
Recommendation 
It is recommended that notwithstanding the objections received, the disabled bays be 
introduced as originally proposed and in accordance with the schedule contained in the 
original report. 
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TRO Panel 6 June 2019 
 
Objections to Proposed Disabled Persons Parking Places Order – Kersley Street and 
Manley Road, Oldham 
 
1 Background 
 
1.1 A proposal to introduce two disabled persons parking places on Kersley Street and Manley 

Road, Oldham was approved under delegated powers on 5 October 2018 (reference 
D3423).  The proposal was advertised and objections were received for each location due 
to the number of bays already in existence.  The objections were considered by the Traffic 
Order Panel at their meeting on 28 March 2019; a copy of the report is attached at 
Appendix A, (relevant items highlighted in yellow).  The Panel deferred the decision until 
the Traffic Team had completed investigations relating to the usage of the existing 
disabled bays located on both streets. 

 
1.2 The Panel also requested confirmation on when the existing disabled bays on Kersley 

Street and Manley Road were originally implemented. 
 
 Kersley Street – 2 No bays implemented September 2013 and February 2018 
 Manley Road – 7 No bays implemented April 2011, June 2015 (x2), May 2016 (x2), March 

2017 and February 2019 
 
1.3 As requested by the Panel observations have now been undertaken and it would appear 

that the disabled bays are being occupied by Blue Badge holders on a daily basis. 
 
1.4 In view of the above, the TRO Panel are now asked to make a decision on the item 

deferred at the last meeting. 
 
2 Options/Alternatives 
 
2.1 Option 1: To approve the introduction of the disabled bays. 
 
2.2 Option 2: Not to approve the introduction of the disabled bays. 
 
3 Preferred Option 
 
3.1 The preferred option is for the Panel to make the final decision. 
 
4 Consultations 
 
4.1 The Traffic Management Unit, including all of the emergency services were consulted and 

no comments were received. 
 
5 Comments of St Mary’s and Medlock Vale Ward Councillors 
 
5.1 Ward Councillors have been consulted and no comments were 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 proposed disabled persons parking places 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 None. 
 
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 TRO Panel report, 28 March 2019 
 Appendix B – Photographs since last TRO Panel meeting 
 
21 Proposal 
 
21.1 It is proposed that the Panel make a decision on whether Option 1 or Option 2 is 

approved. 
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Reason for Decision 
The purpose of this report is to consider eight objections received to the introduction of 
disabled persons parking places at various locations in the Borough. 
 
Recommendation 
It is recommended that notwithstanding the objections received, the disabled bays 
proposed at Lynmouth Avenue, Oldham, Lune Street, Oldham, Gibraltar Street, Lees, 
Montgomery Street, Oldham, Seville Street, Shaw be approved. 
 
The Panel is however requested to make a decision on the bays proposed for Manley 
Road, Oldham and Kersley Street, Oldham due to the objections received which state 
there are already several other bays available for use in the immediate vicinity. 
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Objections to Proposed Disabled Persons Parking Places Order – Various Locations 
 
1 Background 

 
1.1 A proposal to introduce 42 disabled persons parking places at various locations in the 

Borough was approved under delegated powers on 5 October 2018 (reference D3423).  A 
copy of the approved delegated report is attached at Appendix A.  The proposal was 
subsequently advertised and eight letters of objection have been received. 

 
1.2 Objections have been received to the proposed parking places at :- 
 

Layby outside Shops, Coleridge Road, Oldham 
23 Gibraltar Street, Oldham 
17 Lune Street, Oldham 
6 Lynmouth Avenue, Oldham 
2 Montgomery Street, Oldham 
9 Seville Street, Shaw 
54 Kersley Street, Oldham 
86 Manley Road, Oldham 

 
1.3 The letters of objection are attached at Appendices D and E. 
 
1.4 Many disabled residents have difficulty parking close to their properties due to the 

presence of parked vehicles.  This can cause considerable stress and cause further 
physical suffering.  It is considered that the only effective way to help disabled residents is 
to provide on-street disabled persons parking places near to their property.  This will 
enable these residents easier access to their properties and improve their mobility and 
quality of life. 

 
2 Consideration of Objections 

 
2.1 Layby Outside Shops, Coleridge Road, Oldham – The implementation of disabled bays at 

this location are at the request of a Ward Member, due to the difficulties experienced 
parking in the facility, which is regularly occupied throughout the day by teachers 
employed at St Thomas Moorside Primary School. 

 
2.2 23 Gibraltar Street, Oldham – The Highway Authority are aware that parking on Lune 

Street is restricted to one-side parking due to the width of the carriageway and the location 
of the proposed bay has been taken into consideration.  However, the space on the 
highway outside a person’s property is not restricted to their use and if it is the only 
convenient place to introduce a disabled facility for a neighbour then the residents will 
have to seek alternative parking. 

 



 

   

2.3 17 Lune Street, Oldham – The Highway Authority are aware that parking on Lune Street is 
restricted to one-side parking due to the width of the carriageway and the location of the 
proposed bay has been taken into consideration.  However, the space on the highway 
outside a person’s property is not restricted to their use and if it is the only convenient 
place to introduce a disabled facility for a neighbour then the residents will have to seek 
alternative parking. 

 
2.4 6 Lynmouth Avenue, Oldham – At this location there is a residents only parking scheme in 

place and adjacent the applicants property is visitor parking only.  If the disabled bay were 
to be placed outside the applicants property it would significantly reduce the amount of 
visitor parking; the disabled bay has been proposed at this location, at the end of the 
visitor parking bay, so reduction is minimal and the applicant is in agreement with this 
recommendation. 

 
2.7 2 Montgomery Street, Oldham – Unfortunately, due to the length of disabled parking bays, 

they sometimes extend across the frontage of the applicants neighbours property, 
especially on terraced streets.  However, the space on the highway outside a person’s 
property is not restricted to their use and if it is the only convenient place to introduce a 
disabled facility for a neighbour then the residents will have to seek alternative parking. 

 
2.8 9 Seville Street, Shaw - Unfortunately, due to the length of disabled parking bays, they 

sometimes extend across the frontage of the applicants neighbours property, especially on 
terraced streets.  However, the space on the highway outside a person’s property is not 
restricted to their use and if it is the only convenient place to introduce a disabled facility 
for a neighbour then the residents will have to seek alternative parking.  In relation to the 
sign/pole, these are located on site where safe and conveniently away from Utility 
apparatus but have to be implemented within the confines of the marking of the disabled 
bay. 

 
3 Objections Received Requiring Special Consideration 
 
3.1 54 Kersley Street, Oldham – Unfortunately, the disabled bay cannot be implemented 

outside the applicants property due to the presence of a traffic calming feature.  However, 
the space on the highway outside a person’s property is not restricted to their use and if it 
is the only convenient place to introduce a disabled facility for a neighbour then the 
residents will have to seek alternative parking. 

 
3.2 86 Manley Road, Oldham – Unfortunately, the disabled bay cannot be implemented 

outside the applicants property due to the presence of a traffic calming feature.  However, 
the space on the highway outside a person’s property is not restricted to their use and if it 
is the only convenient place to introduce a disabled facility for a neighbour then the 
residents will have to seek alternative parking. 

 
3.3 Part of the objection submitted to the bays for Kersley Street and Manley Road state that 

there is already a number of disabled bays in the locality and there is not a requirement to 
introduce any further bays. 

 



 

   

3.4 The objectors are correct; the drawings attached at Appendix C show where the existing 
bays are located together with the locations of the proposed bays.  Due to the number of 
bays that have been introduced over the previous seven years and the number of bays 
that are regularly being applied for each year, it is felt a policy is required which stipulates 
the ratio of disabled bays per street so residential areas do not become oversubscribed 
with disabled parking places, which will then disadvantage able bodied residents and their 
visitors. 

 
3.5 Until this policy has been developed and approved, the Panel are requested to make a 

decision on whether the bays on Kersley Street and Manley Road, Oldham should be 
introduced. 

 
4 Options/Alternatives 
 
4.1 Option 1: To approve the original proposal in full. 
 
4.2 Option 2: Not to approve the original proposal in full. 
 
5 Preferred Option 
 
5.1 The preferred option to approve is Option 1. 
 
6 Comments Of Medlock Vale / Saint Mary’s / Hollinwood / St James’ / Crompton Ward 

Councillors 
 
6.1 Ward Councillors were previously consulted at ModernGov stage and comments were 

received.  Councillors have again been consulted and: 
 
 Crompton Ward – Councillor D Murphy and Councillor D Williamson support the proposed 

scheme on Seville Street, Shaw. 
 
 St James’ – Councillor G Alexander has commented: 

I asked for two disabled bays outside the shops on Coleridge Road, Sholver, it came 
to  our attention that staff from St Thomas School were parking all day outside the 
shops  as so were the staff from the One Stop Shop which then prohibited residents of 
Sholver to park outside the shops especially the disabled people that live on Goldsmith 
Drive, there is ample parking for staff from the school and One stop Shop at the back of 
the shops for which we have provided security lighting as the dark evenings draw in. 
 
So there is no reason for any objections but if needs be we will be okay with one disabled 
parking bay to be installed with a 30 minute parking limit again we don’t want people 
parking outside these shops all day as this does not help our disabled residents on 
Sholver. 
 
It is difficult enough for disabled residents who live on Sholver and more so when the bad 
weather comes, so having these disabled bays will be a big help so that disabled people 
who have cars will not have far to travel to access a shop for basic necessities. 
 
We cannot understand why anyone would object to helping disabled people. 
 
The Councillors of St James are all in agreement for these bays to be put in place. 
 
We understand that it cannot be monitored by the police at all times, but it will help as a 
deterrent hopefully. 
 

7 Response to Councillor Comments 



 

   

 
7.1 After consultation with the Legal Team, if the TRO Panel agree to implement one disabled 

bay this would be acceptable but if a 30 minute time restricted parking restriction is 
imposed on the use of the bay a further statutory advertisement period will be required 
which details the changes. 

 
8 Financial Implications  
 
8.1 These were dealt with in the previous report. 
 
9 Legal Services Comments 
 
9.1 These were dealt with in the previous report. 
 
10 Co-operative Agenda 
 
10.1 In respect of disabled bays there are no Co-operative issues or opportunities arising and 

the proposals are in line with the Council’s Ethical Framework. 
 
11 Human Resources Comments 
 
11.1 None. 
 
12 Risk Assessments 
 
12.1 None. 
 
13 IT Implications 
 
13.1 None. 
 
14 Property Implications 
 
14.1 None. 
 
15 Procurement Implications 
 
15.1 None. 
 
16 Environmental and Health & Safety Implications 
 
16.1 These were dealt with in the previous report. 
 
17 Equality, community cohesion and crime implications 
 
17.1 No. 
 



 

   

18 Equality Impact Assessment Completed? 
 
18.1  No. 
 
19 Key Decision 
 
19.1 No. 
 
20 Key Decision Reference 
 
20.1 Not applicable. 
 
21 Background Papers 
 
21.1 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. 
 

22 Appendices 
 
22.1 Appendix A – Copy of Delegated Report 

Appendix B – Copies of Drawings 
Appendix C – Copies of Drawings requiring Special Consideration 
Appendix D – Copies of Letters of Objection 
Appendix E – Copies of Letters of Objection requiring Special Consideration 
 

23 Proposal 
 
23.1 Notwithstanding the objections received, it is recommended that Option 1 be approved 

and the Proposed Order be introduced without amendment, as detailed in the schedule 
and shown on the drawings contained in the original report. 
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COPY OF DELEGATED REPORT 

 
 
 
 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX B 
 

COPIES OF DRAWINGS 
 
 
 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 
 
 
 



 

   

 
 

APPENDIX C 
 

COPIES OF DRAWINGS REQUIRING SPECIAL CONSIDERATION 
 
 
 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX D 
 

COPIES OF LETTERS OF OBJECTION 
 
 
 
 
 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 
 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 



 

   

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

APPENDIX E 
 

COPIES OF LETTERS OF OBJECTION REQUIRING SPECIAL CONSIDERATION 
 
 
 



 

   

 



 

   

 
 



 

   

 
 



 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
APPENDIX B 

 
PHOTOGRAPHS SINCE LAST TRO PANEL MEETING 

 
KERSLEY STREET 

 
 

 



 

   

 
 

 
 



 

   

 
 

 



 

   

 
 

 
 

 

 



 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 
APPENDIX B 

 
PHOTOGRAPHS SINCE LAST TRO PANEL MEETING 

 
MANLEY ROAD 

 

 

 



 

   

 
 

 



 

   

 
 

 



 

   

 
 

 



 

   

 
 

 



 

   

 
 

 



 

   

 
 

 



 

   

 
 

 



 

   

 
 

 



 

   

 
 

 



 

   

 
 

 


