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TRO Panel Report  

(Non Key and Contracts up to a value of £100k) 
  
 
Decision Maker: Nasir Dad, Director of Environment 
  
Date of Decision: 14 March 2024 
  
Subject: Objections to Proposed Disabled Persons Parking Order 

– Devon Street, Oldham 
  
Report Author: Andy Cowell, Traffic Engineer 
  
Ward: Werneth 

 

 
 
 
Reason for the decision: A report recommending the introduction of 35 

disabled persons parking places at various 
locations in the Borough was approved under 
delegated powers on 9 November 2023. The 
proposal was subsequently advertised, and 
several representations were received. 
 

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

 Representations were received in relation to the 
three proposed parking places below. 
 

• 118 Grange Avenue, Oldham 

• 34 Retford Street, Oldham 

• 49 Devon Street, Oldham 
 

 The Council were informed that the applicant at 
Grange Avenue had access to an off-street 
parking facility at the rear of the property, and 
therefore, did not qualify for a disabled parking 
place. Therefore, this proposed parking place 
will be removed from the scheme. The applicant 
has been informed. 
 

 One letter of objection was received in relation 
to the proposed parking place at 34 Retford 
Street, which questioned the need for the 
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parking place and its size. This objection was 
later withdrawn once the objector was provided 
with the information. 
 

 Two letters of objection were received for the 
proposed parking place at Devon Street. In 
summary, the objectors state that the location is 
not suitable for such a parking space. The 
position of the parking place is outside the 
objector’s property and not the applicant’s 
property due to the layout of the highway which 
is in the form of a home zone. The objector goes 
on to say that, firstly, ‘’the limited availability of 
parking spaces in our neighbourhood is already 
a significant concern for residents. Allocating a 
parking space exclusively for disabled use 
outside my property will exacerbate the existing 
parking challenges, potentially causing 
inconvenience to both disabled and non-
disabled residents alike who heavily rely on the 
available parking spaces. Secondly, the 
proximity of the proposed disabled bay to my 
property may impact the aesthetics and overall 
curb appeal of my home. This, in turn, will have 
potential implications for property values in the 
area. I understand the importance of providing 
accessible parking options, but I believe it is 
crucial to strike a balance that considers the 
needs of the entire community.  I suggest 
exploring alternative locations for disabled bays 
that would better serve the community without 
causing undue inconvenience to any specific 
resident.’’  
 

 The Panel should consider whether or not to 
approve this parking place based on the 
objector’s comments. It should be noted that the 
location of the disabled bay is the closest 
parking place to the applicant’s property 
considering the highway layout and current 
parking arrangements in the home zone. The 
plan has been included on page 5 for reference. 

  
Summary: The purpose of this report is to consider all 

representations received to the introduction of 
disabled persons parking places at various 
locations in the Borough. 

  
What are the alternative option(s) to 
be considered? Please give the 
reason(s) for recommendation(s):  

Option 1: Do not introduce the disabled persons 
parking place at Devon Street & Retford Street 
Option 2: Introduce the disabled persons parking 
place at Devon Street & Retford Street 
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Consultation: including any conflict 
of interest declared by relevant 
Cabinet Member consulted 

The Ward Members have been consulted and 
no comments have been received. 

  
Recommendation(s): It is recommended that the proposed disabled 

persons parking places are introduced in 
accordance with the schedule in the original 
report except for the one at Grange Avenue. The 
Panel should consider whether to introduce the 
parking place at Devon Street. The parking 
place at Retford Street should be introduced as 
advertised. 

  
Implications: 
 

 

What are the financial implications? 
 

Refer to Appendix A 
 

What are the legal implications? 
 
 

Refer Appendix A 
 

What are the procurement 
implications? 
 

None 
 

What are the Human Resources 
implications? 
 

None 

Oldham Impact Assessment 
Completed (Including impact on 
Children and Young People) 
 

No 
  

What are the property implications 
 

None 

Risks:  None 
 

Co-operative implications 
 

See Appendix A  

Community cohesion disorder 
implications in accordance with 
Section 17 of the Crime and 
Disorder Act 1998 
 

None 
 

Environmental and Health & Safety 
Implications 
 

None 

IT Implications 
 

None 
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Has the relevant Legal Officer confirmed that the 
recommendations within this report are lawful and comply 
with the Council’s Constitution? 
 

Yes 

Has the relevant Finance Officer confirmed that any 
expenditure referred to within this report is consistent with the 
Council’s budget? 
 

Yes 

Are any of the recommendations within this report contrary to 
the Policy Framework of the Council? 

No 

 
 
There are no background papers for this report 
 

 

Report Author Sign-off:  

A Cowell 
 

 

Date: 
20 February 2024 
 

 

 
Please list and attach any appendices:- 
 

Appendix number or 
letter 

Description  
 

A Copy of ModGov Report 

B Objection Letters 

 
 
 
In consultation with Director of Environment 
 

Signed :  Date:  23.02.2024 
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APPENDIX A 
 

COPY OF MODGOV REPORT 
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APPENDIX B 
 

COPY OF OBJECTIONS 
 
 
 
  



Page 59 of 60 t:\TrafficQMS\799\Phase 11 31.01.24 

Objection 1 
 
I hope this letter finds you well.  I am writing to express my concerns and strong 
disagreement with the proposed installation of a disabled bay parking outside my terrace 
property, as outlined in the recent community development plans. While I fully support 
initiatives that enhance accessibility for individuals with disabilities, I believe this particular 
location is not suitable for such a parking space. 
 
Firstly, the limited availability of parking spaces in our neighbourhood is already a 
significant concern for residents. Allocating a parking space exclusively for disabled use 
outside my property will exacerbate the existing parking challenges, potentially causing 
inconvenience to both disabled and non-disabled residents alike who heavily rely on the 
available parking spaces. 
 
Secondly, the proximity of the proposed disabled bay to my property may impact the 
aesthetics and overall curb appeal of my home. This, in turn, will have potential 
implications for property values in the area. 
 
I understand the importance of providing accessible parking options, but I believe it is 
crucial to strike a balance that considers the needs of the entire community. I suggest 
exploring alternative locations for disabled bays that would better serve the community 
without causing undue inconvenience to any specific resident.  
 
I kindly request that the local council engage in further consultation with residents, taking 
into account our concerns and exploring alternative solutions that prioritise both 
accessibility and the overall well-being of the community. 
Thank you for your attention to this matter. I trust that you will consider the perspectives of 
all residents involved and work towards a solution that best serves the interests of our 
community. 
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Objection 2 
 
I am writing to express my strong disagreement with the proposed installation of a disabled 
bay parking outside my terrace property. While I fully support initiatives that enhance 
accessibility for individuals with disabilities, I believe this particular location is not suitable 
for such a parking space. 
 
The limited parking available in our neighbourhood is already a concern, and dedicating a 
space exclusively for disabled parking in front of my property would exacerbate the 
existing challenges. Moreover, it could inconvenience other residents who heavily rely on 
the available parking spaces. 
 
I propose that alternative locations be considered for disabled bay parking to ensure fair 
distribution and minimal disruption to the existing parking dynamics. Additionally, I would 
appreciate further consultation with residents to explore alternative solutions that better 
meet the needs of the entire community. 
 
I trust you will carefully reconsider the placement of the disabled bay parking and take into 
account the concerns of all residents in our neighbourhood. 
 


