
 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Reason for Decision 
The purpose of this report is to consider two objections to a proposal for prohibition of 
waiting restrictions to be introduced at the junction of Wood Street and Salisbury Street, 
High Crompton. 
 
Recommendation 
It is recommended that the objections be dismissed and the proposal introduced as 
advertised in accordance with the schedule in the original report. 
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Portfolio Holder:  
Councillor A Chadderton, Cabinet Member for Neighbourhoods 
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TRO Panel 17 June 20201 
 
Wood Street Junction with Salisbury Street,  – Objection to Traffic Regulation Order 
 
1 Background 
 
1.1 A report recommending the introduction of prohibition of waiting restrictions at Rushcroft 

Road and at the junction of Wood Street and Salisbury Street, was approved under 
delegated powers on 17 February 2020.  The proposal was subsequently advertised and 
two letters of objection were received.  No objections were received in relation to the 
restrictions proposed at Rushcroft Road so this report will focus only on Wood Street and 
Salisbury Street. 
 

1.2 A copy of the approved report is attached at Appendix A and a copy of the objections are 
attached at Appendix B. 

 
1.3 The proposal was promoted to address a visibility issue at the junction of Wood Street and 

Salisbury Street which was reported by local residents via a Ward Member.  This is a 
primarily a residential area, but High Crompton Conservative Club is situated at the 
junction which does attract some visitor parking.  A local Ward Member received 
numerous complaints regarding obstructive and problematic parking caused by vehicles of 
the people attending the Conservative Club.  Site inspections undertaken by Officers 
found that the safety of road users was compromised by vehicles parked close to the 
junction. 

 
2 Objections 
 
2.1        Two objections were received from local residents. In summary, the objectors claim that 

there is already a high demand for on-street spaces and the proposal will reduce the 
availability of spaces further and encourage the use of Wood Street as a short cut. 

 
2.2         It is the view of Officers that restrictions are required to improve visibility. The Highway 

Authority is not responsible for providing on-street parking for residents but has a duty in 
respect of road safety matters. The lengths of restriction proposed are not considered 
excessive. However, the restrictions could be reduced from 14.5 metres to 10 metres to 
lessen any effect on on-street parking. Rule 243 of The Highway Code states that 
motorists DO NOT stop or park opposite or within 10 metres (32 feet) of a junction, except 
in an authorised parking space. In considering any relaxation though, it should be noted 
that the restrictions were extended to 14.5 metres along Wood Street to restrict parking up 
to the side access, which is also used by motorists to access the rear of Rochdale Road. 

 
2.3         It is also the view of Officers that the proposed restrictions along Wood Street would not 

increase the number of vehicles using the road. The restrictions proposed are only 14.5 
metres in length. This should not affect the overall parking arrangement on the street to a 
point where it would encourage its use. 
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3 Options/Alternatives 
 
3.1 Option 1 – Introduce the proposed restrictions as advertised. 
 
 Option 2 – Relax the length of the proposed restrictions. 
 
 Option 3 – Do not introduce the proposed restrictions. 
 
4 Preferred Option 
 
4.1 The preferred option is Option 1. 
 
5 Consultation 
 
5.1 These were detailed with in the previous report. 
 
6 Comments of Crompton Ward Councillors 
 
6.1 The Ward Councillors have been consulted again and Councillor D Murphy has commented: 
 

“As the Ward Member who raised the issue on behalf of residents, I welcome the report and 
any possible measures to help the problem. 
 
Carrying out my own observations which I have done on a regular basis I think it is fair to 
say some nearby residents are also adding to the problem if not causing it.  I have taken 
images of vehicles parked on the junction when the Conservative Club is closed and whilst 
it has been closed during the COVID-19 pandemic.  I believe that the introduction of parking 
restrictions especially on the Wood Street side of the proposal will aid users of the club by 
allowing taxis to park for brief periods.  Currently because of parked vehicles taxis stop in 
the middle of the road when people are getting in and out. 
 
The proposal appears to displace x4 vehicles – Wood Street is a long wide road with ample 
parking further along and a layby adopted by the Council although it does appear 
unadopted.  I would not want to introduce anything else to the area for fears it would have 
a detrimental impact on the status quo. 
 
I am happy to consider reducing the length on Salisbury Street but not on Wood Street due 
to the taxis issue.” 
 

6.2 Councillor D Williamson supports the comments made by Councillor D Murphy 
 
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. 
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9 Co-operative Agenda 
 
9.1 In respect of introducing prohibition of waiting restrictions on Wood Street and Salisbury 

Street, 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. 
 
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 These were dealt with in the previous report. 
 
17 Equality Impact Assessment Completed? 
 
17.1  No 
 
18 Key Decision 
 
18.1 No. 
 
19 Key Decision Reference 
 
19.1 Not applicable. 
 
  



 

TM3/1032 g:\common\dec_rec\367 27.04.21 

  5 

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 – Approved Mod Gov Report 
 Appendix B - Copy of Objections 
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APPENDIX A 
 

APPROVED MOD GOV REPORT 
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APPENDIX B 
 

COPY OF OBJECTIONS 
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Doc Ref: TM3/1032-WoodStreet-10/5/20 
 
I am objecting to the proposed double Yellow lines, as they would widen the road and encourage yet more 
traffic to use Wood Street as a short cut, instead of travelling 100m further and using Thornham Road. 
 
Wood Street is a narrow street and not suitable to be used as a through road.   
 
There are older people trying to cross to the shops and young children walking to St. Mary's School and 
Crompton House School,  with very heavy road traffic passing through. 
 
The majority are not accessing the local area.   
 
Wood Street is being used as a Road. 
 
To make Wood Street safer for the local community, I would suggest making it one way, from Thornham 
Road up to Rochdale Road, which would halve the through traffic and also  installing Traffic Calming 
Measures. 
 
I trust that you will take my views on board. 
 
Kind Regards  
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9th June 2020 
 
 Dear Sir / Madam 
 
RE:- Proposed Prohibition of Waiting - Wood Street, Shaw - DE/GS/TM3/1032 
 
We have received your letter dated 10th May 2020 with regard to the above subject which we want to 
oppose. 
 
The parking on Wood Street is already a parking war and introducing these yellow lines around the 
Conservative Club will make it even worse. 
 
As I type this letter there are 4 vehicles parked where these double yellow would be and all these vehicles 
belong to people who live on Rochdale Road.  If the yellow lines are introduced these vehicles would park 
obviously at the other side of the road which is where we and other people who live on Wood Street park.  
 
2 of the vehicles parked at the moment outside the Conservative Club (as stated above) belong to someone 
on Rochdale Road and these vehicles have not moved for days/weeks.  Other people who live on Rochdale 
Road cannot park at the back of their properties because the person with the 2 cars (mentioned above) also 
has numerous vehicles (all in a bad state of repair)  parked down the backings. 
 
We have to decide which is the best time to go out in the car as when we get back you can guarantee that 
there is nowhere to park and have to wait (sometimes hours) for vehicles to move before we can get 
parked.  We don't like parking further down Wood Street as we are parking outside other peoples properties 
which we don't feel is fair. 
 
I don't know who has asked for the yellow lines to be introduced but I can guarantee that they are not people 
living on Wood Street who have to fight to get a parking space when they get home from work. 
 
We like to park outside our property as recently cars in this area have been broken into and we have CCTV 
which can be used if our vehicle is broken into.  This CCTV has been used on a few occasions by the police 
for various incidents.  Obviously if our car is not parked outside there is no need for the CCTV to be on.  
 
If council employees have assessed the situation I hope it was done before the lockdown as parking at the 
moment isn't too bad due to the lockdown but once it it lifted the parking war will start again. 
 
We have spoken to a few people who live in the area and they are opposed to the idea of yellow lines, the 
only person we know of who is for the lines has their own driveway so this will not affect them. 
 
People have said to us why don't you get a driveway put in but with living in a council property this is 
something I don't think we should have to pay for and I don't particularly want to have to give up any part of 
the front garden for a driveway.  
 
Please can the residents who this is going to affect most be consulted before any actions are taken. 
 
We look forward to a favourable response. 
 
Yours faithfully 

 


