
 

 

 
 
 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 

 
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 Ladhill Bridge, Greenfield. 
 
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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TRO Panel 16 June 2022 
 
Ladhill Lane and Oak View Road (Ladhill Bridge), Greenfield – Objection to Traffic 
Regulation Order 
 
1 Background 
 
1.1 A report recommending the introduction of prohibition of waiting restrictions at Ladhill 

Bridge, Greenfield,, was approved under delegated powers on 5th October 2021.  The 
proposal was subsequently advertised and two letters of objection were received. 
 

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 issues with obstructive parking at Ladhill Bridge. 

The nearby Cricket Club has no dedicated car park for visitors.  This results in an increase 
in parking activity on the roads nearby when matches are played, including in the vicinity 
of the bridge. The areas of concern are at each side of the bridge. Due to the physical 
width restriction at the bridge, which is formed with raised kerbs, motorists require space 
to align their vehicles with the bridge and the kerbs in order to negotiate it correctly. When 
vehicles are parked close to the bridge this either restricts this movement and forces 
motorists to mount the kerbs, or on occasions leads to the bridge becoming impassable 
especially for wider vehicles. 

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

they do not support the proposal as it would make the parking situation worse for them. 
They would prefer the bridge to be closed to vehicular traffic and would only support the 
proposal if a residents parking scheme was introduced. One resident also stated that they 
would not support the scheme unless it was extended further along Oak View Road to 
address other obstructive parking issues. 

 
2.3        The Council appreciates that there is a lack of on-street parking for some residents. 

However, the Council is not responsible for providing on-street parking but has a duty in 
respect of road safety matters and maintaining traffic flows. 

 
2.4 Unfortunately, it would not be possible to introduce a residents parking scheme in this 

area. Such schemes are reserved for areas which suffer from extraneous parking over a 
much wider area. 

 
2.5 The lengths of restriction cannot be extended under this scheme now that the legal and 

democratic process has started. Any restrictions recommended on Oak View Road would 
have to be promoted under a separate scheme. 

 
2.6 Proposals to close the bridge to vehicular traffic have been met with significant resistance 

in the past and there are currently no plans to revisit this issue. Therefore, as the bridge 
currently remains open to vehicular traffic, officers feel that the restrictions are necessary. 

 
 
3 Options/Alternatives 
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3.1 Option 1 – Introduce the proposed restrictions as advertised. 
 
3.2 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 Saddleworth South Ward Councillors 
 
6.1 The Ward Councillors have been consulted again and Councillors Woodvine and Sheldon 

still support the proposal. 
 
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 introducing prohibition of waiting restrictions at Ladhill Bridge, 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 
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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. 
 
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 Representations 
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APPENDIX A 
 

APPROVED MOD GOV REPORT 
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APPENDIX B 
 
 

 
COPY OF REPRESENTATIONS 
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