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Executive Summary

1. This report is to inform Members of objections received to this proposed Order 
and seek a decision about the extent of the scheme to be implemented. 

Recommendation

2. That the advertised the proposed Traffic Regulation Order, Borough of 
Rochdale ((Civil Enforcement of Traffic Contraventions) (Various Streets) 
(Rochdale Township) Order 2008) (Amendment) (No. 108) Order be 
implemented in light of the representations received; at Edenfield Road, 
Rochdale (Sandy Lane to Cutgate) as originally proposed to the Rochdale 
Township Action & Resources Sub-Committee.

Reason for Recommendation

3.

3.1

To comply with the Local Authorities’ Traffic Orders, Regulations 1996, the
Authority must consider all objections submitted during the consultation period 
of at least 21 days before ‘Making’ a Traffic Regulation Order.

The proposed Order is deemed strategic in nature and requires a decision by 
Cabinet.   .

Key Points for Consideration

4.

4.1

This Traffic Regulation Order proposal has been prepared for Rochdale 
Township Action and Resources Delegated sub-Committee. At the public 
advertisement stage nine objections were received which were reported to 
the sub-Committee on 7 March 2017. During the preparation of this scheme 
some 5 supportive service requests have been received.

The Committee decided – “That (1) consideration of the proposed Traffic 
Regulation Order, Borough of Rochdale ((Civil Enforcement of Traffic 
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Contraventions) (Various Streets) (Rochdale Township) Order 2008) 
(Amendment) (No. 108) Order be referred to the Cabinet for determination;

(2) the Director of Neighbourhoods be requested to submit an additional 
and revised proposal to the Cabinet for consideration and decision which 
continues to address issues of driver visibility and road safety when 
accessing Edenfield Road from side streets in the affected area”.

Approximately 13500 vehicles use Edenfield Road (A680) in an average day 
which emphasises its importance to the highway network.

Two plans illustrating the advertised proposals are contained in Appendix 1 at 
the end of this report.

The detailed Statement of Reasons for the whole scheme is to be found in 
Appendix 2 of this report.

Observations continue to show that implementing the bus stop clearways will 
make negligible difference to the amount of kerbside parking available.

Restrictions proposed for the south side of Edenfield Road immediately to the 
west of Sandy Lane will remove a narrowing caused by parked vehicles which 
impede and create a pinch point for traffic including cyclists heading out of 
Rochdale. The proposed restrictions only extend to a point where the present 
marked unrestricted parking bay becomes wide enough to fit a car in without 
obstructing the cycle lane.

Denehurst Park/Passmonds bend (north side)

This location is the stated concern of objectors B1, B2, and B3 and having 
been carefully examined remains in the Highways Officers’ opinion justified 
for introduction of the originally proposed ‘No Waiting At Any Time’ 
restrictions.

Any parked vehicles in this location do obstruct forward visibility and a cycle 
lane. The forward visibility issue concerns the safe operation of the junction at 
Denehurst Park car park entrance where vehicles can be stopped to turn 
across Edenfield Road, and the risk of reduced visibility and awareness of 
queueing traffic ahead on the approach to Ings Lane/Sandy Lane traffic 
signals which could lead to heavy braking and potentially losses of control.

The intended restrictions would not prevent vehicles stopping to load/unload 
or allow passengers to board/alight from a vehicle. The ordinary motorist’s 
ability to park would be denied, except for the 3 hour concession afforded to 
blue disabled badge holders.

Observations continue to show that there is abundant parking space 
commonly available on the opposite (south) side of Edenfield Road in marked 
out unrestricted bays, which is clearly not as convenient to the affected 
objectors and residents as parking on their own side of the road.

Junction Protection
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At side streets Baildon Road, Phyllis Street, Passmonds Crescent and the 
entrance to Cutgate Precinct car park ‘No Waiting At Any Time’ restrictions 
were devised in response to service requests about the difficulty in using 
some of these junctions with Edenfield Road caused by vehicles parking 
close to the junctions.

Care has been taken to minimise shortening of existing unrestricted parking 
bays on Edenfield Road, having taken into account the visibility at each 
junction, and therefore no alternative is being offered.

None of the objectors have commented on the difficulty of using the side 
street junctions which are the subject of the four supportive comments in 
background papers Appendix E together with a similar opinion expressed in a 
recent fifth service request received. 

Alternative Considered

Edenfield Road (south side) Upper Passmonds Grove to Cutgate
 
Objections C1, C2, C3, and C4 cover this section of Edenfield Road. Vehicles 
are observed regularly parking and impeding traffic flow, hindering traffic 
passing in opposing directions. Observations continue to show that vehicles 
regularly park at this location partially on the footway inconveniencing 
pedestrians, and in more extreme (and regular) instances fully occupying the 
footway forcing pedestrians out into the path of traffic in the carriageway, 
clearly placing some pedestrians unacceptably at risk.

Pedestrian users include children on their way to and from schools and 
shops, particularly those situated at Cutgate precinct.

An alternative to consider could be to reduce the proposed ‘No Waiting At 
Any Time’ restriction over a 117 metres long section as shown on the drawing 
in Appendix 3 at the end of this report to ‘No Waiting Monday – Saturday 
7.30-9.30am and 4.00-6.30pm’. The intention of these restriction periods 
would be to assist the passage of through traffic at the busiest times.
It should be noted that outside of these times, Edenfield Road is still well 
trafficked by light and heavy vehicles, and bus routes which operate for 18 
hours per day generally 7 buses per hour.

It would, however, only partially solve the observed problem of vehicles 
parking on the footway and is not supported or recommended by Highways 
Officers.

Costs and Budget Summary

5. The proposed Traffic Regulation Order is a Rochdale Township Action and 
Resources Delegated Sub-Committee scheme, and is therefore funded from 
Township Capital Funds. The estimated cost is £4000.  Amendments to the 
proposals may require additional funding to fully introduce them.



Risk and Policy Implications

6.

6.1

6.2

The Council has a statutory duty to ensure that its highways operate safely 
and efficiently for all traffic including pedestrians including the expeditious 
movement of traffic and that the only right the general public has on the 
highway is a right of passage along it.

Should Members support a relaxation of the proposed restrictions described in 
Paragraph 4.9.3 above, then this would need to be removed from the current 
TRO proposal to allow completion of the remainder.

An amended proposal would need separately consulting upon and advertising 
as a separate TRO including its own objection period and require extra 
funding particularly for the necessary regulatory signs and poles.

Consultation

7. Further to the steps described in the original report see Background Papers 
(5.1 to 5.4) which informed development of the scheme and resulted in the 
objections under consideration, a review of the proposals and the possible 
option described in 4.9.3 above have been discussed with Ward Members.

Background Papers Place of Inspection

8. There are no background papers 
to this report.

For Further Information Contact: Paul Wotton
paul.wotton@rochdale.gov.uk
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APPENDIX 2 – Advertised Statement of Reasons

Taken from Report considered by Rochdale Township Action and 
Resources Delegated Sub-Committee - 7 March 2017
6 Background:

6.1 Statement of Reasons

6.1.1 Edenfield Road A680 is one of Rochdale’s strategic highways situated to the 
north-west of Rochdale town centre which carries significant traffic flows particularly
in peak hours. 

6.1.2 A service request from a member of the public has highlighted the difficulty 
caused by parked vehicles on Edenfield Road which obscure visibility close to its 
junctions with Phyllis Street and Baildon Road creating potential hazards for 
emerging motorists.

6.1.3 Instances of further indiscriminately parked vehicles on Edenfield Road have been 
found which cause

 obstructions to the free flow of through traffic particularly at peak travel times
 blockage of some parts of the cycle lanes which can force cyclists to deviate 

out into the main traffic lane
 restriction of through traffic on Edenfield Road in the vicinity of Cutgate 

Shopping Centre when parked vehicles hinder efficient use of the right turn 
lane into the centre.

 
6.1.4 No Waiting At Any Time restrictions are proposed to remove parked vehicles

from the
 approach to Edenfield Road along each of Baildon Road, Phyllis Street and 

Passmonds Crescent
 approach to Edenfield Road along Amy Street which already has restrictions 

marked on it which do not appear in a Traffic Regulation Order
 informal white hatched markings on Edenfield Road at the junctions of each 

of Baildon Road, Phyllis Street, and Passmonds Crescent. Marked out 
parking bays on Edenfield Road in these locations are mostly reduced in 
length to further improve junction visibility for both emerging traffic from side 
streets and increase their conspicuity to main road traffic

 westbound exit from Sandy Lane junction to protect a section of cycle lane 
up to a point where an existing marked unrestricted parking bay reaches 
sufficient width for a vehicle to fit in it without obstructing the cycle lane

 eastbound cycle lane beyond Passmonds Crescent heading towards Sandy 
Lane where it is frequently obstructed by parked vehicles up to and including 
the bus stop situated in the layby just before the Sandy Lane junction

 south side of Edenfield Road between Upper Passmonds Grove and 
Cutgate Shopping Centre where isolated indiscriminately parked vehicles do 
restrict the free movement of through traffic

 north side of Edenfield Road between the pelican crossing situated to the 
west of Amy Street to Somerset Grove where isolated indiscriminately 
parked vehicles do restrict the free movement of through traffic.

6.1.5 At 4 bus stops the proposed No Waiting At Any Time restrictions are to be 
supported by No Stopping Except Buses restrictions.



6.1.6 At 2 bus stops situated where there are no proposals to introduce any waiting 
restrictions No Stopping Except Buses restrictions are proposed between the hours 
7am and 11pm.

6.1.7 Marked unrestricted parking bays situated on the south side of the Edenfield Road 
dual carriageway section between Willbutts Lane and Upper Passmonds Grove 
remain unaltered except for a minor increase in the length of a bus stop marking 
situated opposite Passmonds Crescent.

6.1.8 There have been three recorded injury accidents in the last 3 years on the section of 
Edenfield Road under consideration.
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