
 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 
Reason for Decision 
The purpose of this report is to consider 11 letters of objection received to the introduction 
of an experimental Traffic Regulation Order along Denshaw Road, Delph which resulted in 
the introduction of prohibition of waiting (double yellow lines).  The double yellow lines 
were introduced on an experimental basis to allow their effect to be monitored, before a 
decision was made on whether the order should be made permanent. 
 
Recommendations 
Notwithstanding the objections received, it is recommended that the Panel supports the 
introduction of a permanent Order once the experimental period expires 24 January 2021. 
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TRO Panel 26 November 2020 
 
Objection to Proposed Prohibition of Waiting - Denshaw Road, Delph 
 
1 Background 
 
1.1 The introduction of an experimental order to prohibit waiting along parts of Denshaw Road, 

Delph was approved under delegated powers on 3 December 2018 decision reference 
D3474 refers; a copy of the report is attached at Appendix A. 

 
1.2  The experimental order has been introduced along the length of Denshaw Road (North Side) 

between Clifton Holmes and Pingle Lane following concerns raised from residents on the 
northerly side of the road that their driveway access was regularly obstructed and 
pedestrians were being forced to walk further into the carriageway in conflict with moving 
vehicles.  The residential properties located on the north side of Denshaw Road have private 
off-street parking provision in the form of driveways/garages, but the properties on the south 
side do not and therefore rely on parking within the highway; it is the residents from the 
south side of the street who have been utilising the road space on the north side due to the 
limited parking space available directly outside their properties. 

 
1.3 When vehicles are parked on the north side of Denshaw Road, visibility problems arise for 

residents wanting to enter and exit their private driveways.  The absence or narrow width of 
the footway along this length can also force pedestrians to walk in the carriageway when 
vehicles park in this location. 

 
1.4 The introduction of yellow lines on the North side of Denshaw Road has previously been 

opposed by residents who are reliant on highway parking, hence the reason for introducing 
the scheme on an experimental basis to allow their effect to be monitored. 

 
2 The Objections 
 
2.1 During the first 6 months of an experimental order objections can be submitted to the 

measures introduced; 11 Objections have been received which are attached at Appendix B. 
 
2.2 The objections mainly concern the lack of on-street parking now available for residents in 

the terraced properties and a perceived speeding problem resulting from the removal of the 
‘bottleneck’, previously created by parked vehicles on both sides of the road, which now 
allows traffic to flow freely at higher speeds. 

 
2.3 To address the speeding concerns, a speed and volume survey was undertaken in June / 

July 2019 prior to the waiting restrictions being introduced and again in July 2020 once the 
restriction had been in place for 12 months.  The surveys were undertaken at the same time 
each year to ensure the volumes, weather conditions etc. were similar; the results are 
attached at Appendix C.  It should however be noted that the lock down restrictors relating 
to the Covid pandemic should be taken into consideration with regards to the volume of 
vehicles recorded.  The survey data shows the average speed of traffic in the 2019 survey 
in all directions is 32.2mph and in the 2020 survey in all directions is 29.3mph.  In light of 
these results the concerns of the residents have not been realised. 
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2.4 With regards to the removal of available on-street parking, whilst there is a reluctance to 
introduce any form of restrictive parking in residential areas, once a highway safety issue 
has been reported, particularly on a road of this nature, the Highway Authority would be 
failing in its duty of care if these issues where not investigated and measures introduced to 
try and alleviate the problem. 

 
2.5 Properties similar to the ones located on the south side of Denshaw Road are located 

throughout the Saddleworth area, and are now highly sought after, but purchasers may not 
give enough consideration to where they will keep their vehicles when they are not in use.  
Parking within the highway is not a right, the primary purpose of a road is for access.  
Residents should not assume that on-street parking will always be available, as this 
privileged parking could be removed at any time. 

 
2.6 Evidence relating to obstructive parking on Denshaw Road can been seen in the 

photographs at Appendix D. 
 
2.7 Whilst no personal details have been included in this report, a breakdown of the objections 

received is shown below: - 
 

Eleven objections have been received, of these eleven objections, seven were from 5 
different households on the opposite side of the road to where the waiting restrictions are 
proposed.  One objection was from a resident on a different street within close proximity to 
Denshaw Road and three are from residents living outside the Delph area. 

 
3 Options/Alternatives 
 
3.1 Option 1: To approve the experimental order be made permanent. 
 
3.2 Option 2: Not to approve a permanent order and allow the obstructive parking to resume. 
 
4 Preferred Option 
 
4.1 The preferred option is option 1. 
 
5 Comments of Saddleworth North Ward Councillors 
 
5.1 Ward Members have been consulted and Councillor P Byrne supports Option 1 and 

particularly supports Clause 2.5 and am always drawing attention to rights to park.  Perhaps 
we as an Authority should draw Estate Agents attention to this. 
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5.2 Councillor G Harkness has commented, I am still not convinced the extent of these 
restrictions are necessary and that the benefits outweigh the challenges that they cause to 
many of the residents.  Some restrictions around the resident who can’t get into their 
driveway I could understand but I do not think the extent of this order is required.  I recall 
that the driveways tend to have the white lines outside of them.  Parking in Delph is 
challenging.  I accept that on street parking is not a right, but this does disperse the problem 
for minimal gain.  I note the speed survey but not the implication that speeds have reduced 
due to this order.  As we know the removal of vehicles from the road usually results in 
increased speeds.  You point out that the COVID restrictions influenced the number of 
vehicles which I support.  It was during a lockdown this could be the same for some of the 
speeding culprits too as they may not have been travelling.  The direct comparisons between 
the speed surveys are therefore not equivalent.  We have had the activating sign in this area 
before due to previous speeding issues. 

 
6 Reponse to Councillors Comments 
 
6.1 The comments of Councillor Harkness are noted, the introduction of waiting restrictions 

outside one driveway is not appropriate due to the adverse effect it will have on the 
neighbour properties. 

 
6.2 With regards to the introduction of the white lines (Access Protection Markings) these were 

not successful when introduced as motorists parked directly up to the markings, therefore, 
still creating an obstruction for residents entering and exiting their driveways. 

 
6.3 The restrictions are also required to maintain access to and from Pingle Lane for HGV type 

vehicles as obstruction occurs when parking takes place opposite this junction. 
 
7 Financial Implications  
 
7.1 These were dealt with in the previous report. 
 
8 Legal Services Comments 
 
8.1 These were dealt with in the previous report. 
 
9 Co-operative Agenda 
 
9.1 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 
 
10 Human Resources Comments 
 
10.1 None. 
 
11 Risk Assessments 
 
11.1 None. 
 
12 IT Implications 
 
12.1 None. 
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13 Property Implications 
 
13.1 None. 
 
14 Procurement Implications 
 
14.1 None. 
 
15 Environmental and Health & Safety Implications 
 
15.1 These were dealt with in the previous report. 
 
16 Equality, community cohesion and crime implications 
 
16.1 Dealt with in previous report. 
 
17 Equality Impact Assessment Completed? 
 
17.1  No. 
 
18 Key Decision 
 
18.1 No. 
 
19 Key Decision Reference 
 
19.1 Not applicable. 
 
20 Background Papers 
 
20.1 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. 
 

21 Appendices 
 
21.1 Appendix A - Mod Gov Report 
 Appendix B  - Objections 
 Appendix C - Speed and Volume Survey Results 
 Appendix D - Photographs 
 
22 Proposal 
 
22.1 Notwithstanding the objections received it is recommended that Option 1 be approved, and 

the experimental Order be made permanent as detailed in the schedule contained in the 
original report at Appendix A. 
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APPENDIX A 

 
MOD GOV REPORT 
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APPENDIX B 

 
OBJECTIONS 
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APPENDIX C 

 
SPEED AND VOLUME SURVEY RESULTS 
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APPENDIX D 

 
PHOTOGRAPHS 
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