
 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
Reason for Decision 
The purpose of this report is to consider an objection to a proposal for prohibition of 
waiting restrictions to be introduced at the junction of Mora Avenue and Burnley Lane, 
Chadderton. 
 
Recommendations 
It is recommended that the objection be dismissed and the proposal introduced as 
advertised in accordance with the schedule in the original report. 
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TRO Panel 17 June 20201 
 
Mora Avenue Junction with Burnley Lane, Chadderton – Objection to Traffic Regulation 
Order 
 
1 Background 
 
1.1 A report recommending the introduction of prohibition of waiting restrictions at the junction 

of Mora Avenue and Burnley Lane, Chadderton, was approved under delegated powers 
on 10 October 2019.  The proposal was subsequently advertised and one letter of 
objection was received. 
 

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

 
1.3 The proposal was promoted to address a visibility issue at the junction of Mora Avenue 

and Burnley Lane which was reported by local residents.  The safety of road users is 
compromised by vehicles parked close to the junction. 

 
2 Objection 
 
2.1 One objection was received from a local resident.  In summary, the objector claims that   

the parking problems in the area are caused by a local business.  The objector raises 
other parking issues which are unconnected with the proposal. 

 
2.2 It is the view of Officers that the objection should be dismissed as the owner of a vehicle 

parked in this location is not relevant to the proposal.  The proposal is to address an issue 
with visibility at the junction.  Whether the vehicles belong to residents or a business is 
irrelevant when bearing in mind that any vehicle parked in that location adversely affects 
visibility.  The lengths of restriction proposed are not considered excessive and are the 
minimum thought necessary to address the issue reported. 

 
3 Options/Alternatives 
 
3.1 Option 1 – Introduce the proposed restrictions as advertised. 
 
 Option 2 – 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 Chadderton North Ward Councillors 
 
6.1 The Ward Councillors have been consulted again and Councillor M Ali is happy to support 

Officer recommendations.  Councillor Nazrul Islam wishes to make no comment.  
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Councillor B Brownridge has no objection but wants us to investigate the disabled bay and 
non-resident parking issues that the objector has raised. 

 
7 Response to Councillors Comments 
 
7.1 The disabled bay has now been removed.  Unfortunately, we cannot control where motorists 

choose to park.  As stated in the response to the objection, whether the vehicles belong to 
residents or a business is not relevant when bearing in mind that any vehicle parked in that 
location would affect visibility. 

 
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 introducing prohibition of waiting restrictions on Mora Avenue and Burnley 

Lane, 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 These were dealt with in the previous report. 
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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 – Approved Mod Gov Report 
 Appendix B - Copy of Objection 
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APPENDIX A 
 

APPROVED MOD GOV REPORT 
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APPENDIX B 
 

COPY OF OBJECTION 
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