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1 Purpose of the report
1.1 This report is to advise Members of objections and comments received in response 
to the published proposals to introduce a 20mph speed limit in the Summit Estate area 
of Heywood and to present the response of the Director of Neighbourhoods.

2 Recommendations
2.1 It is recommended that members read the report and make a decision to 
implement the Borough of Rochdale (Summit Street & Various Surrounding Roads 
(Summit Estate Area), Heywood) (20mph Speed Limit) and Revocation Order.

2.2 Members could decide not to implement this proposal and/or provide an alternative 
option.

2.3 Members could decide to introduce additional traffic calming features as requested 
by some local residents but additional funds would be required to do this work and any 
traffic calming features would need to be publicised  and consulted on in accordance 
with the Local Authorities’ Traffic Orders, Regulations 1996 and the Road Traffic 
Regulation Act 1984.

2.4 The proposed Order relates to a highway that is non-strategic and will be 
processed in accordance with F2 of the Scheme of Delegation to Township 
Committee.

3 Background
3.1 Complaints have been received from local residents with regards to the speed of 
vehicles in the area.  To determine the extent of the problem Heywood Township 
provided funds to carry out speed surveys at two locations in the area – one survey 
was located on Higher Lomax Lane and the other survey was located on Duke Street.

3.2 Results of the surveys indicated that the average speeds on Higher Lomax Lane 
were 25.1mph in a northerly direction and 23.9mph in a southerly direction and the 
average speeds on Duke Street were 15.2mph in a northerly direction and 16.8mph in 



a southerly direction.

3.3 Interrogation of the accident data shows that there have been only two recorded 
personal injury accidents in the last 3 years – one a rear end shunt at the junction of 
Bank Top Street and Cherwell Avenue the other at Lune Grove where an emergency 
vehicle responding to an incident, lost control and collided with a pedestrian.

3.4 A full report outlining the results of the surveys was circulated through the 
Township Office to all local Ward Councillors. 

3.5 The report outlined an option available, which due to the relatively low average 
speeds would best suit, along with the advantages and disadvantages and a cost 
estimate. This option was to Introduce an area wide 20mph speed limit.

3.6 Ward Councillors requested that an application be submitted for funding and this 
received approval in December 2015.

3.7 In accordance with statutory procedures, notice of the proposals was advertised in 
the Heywood Advertiser on 28th January 2016.  Notices were also served on statutory 
consultees and were posted on site on the 28th January 2016 on roads affected by the 
proposals and copies of the relevant documents made available for inspection at  the 
Council Offices in Heywood.

3.8 In addition to 3.7, a consultation leaflet was hand delivered to all properties within 
the proposed 20mph area (approximately 1300), outlining the proposals and giving 
contact details for residents to make  objections or raise comments.

3.9 A total of 28 responses were received to the formal consultation, 25 by email, 2 by 
phone call and 1 letter.  These included 24 in favour of the proposals advertised and 4 
against. Those against the proposed scheme felt that it was only a minority who were 
driving too fast.  Of those in favour 6 wanted to know how it would be enforced and 4 
wanted extra speed humps installing.

3.10 Please see appendix 1 for a breakdown of all the comments received and the 
related responses from the Director of Neighbourhoods.

3.11 Please see appendix 2 for a plan showing details of scheme and extent of 
20mph area.

Alternatives considered

4 Financial Implications
4.1 Heywood Township have allocated £18,235.00 for the introduction of the scheme 
which includes legal costs associated with the introduction of a Traffic Regulation 
Order and implementation costs for signs and road markings.

5  Legal Implications
5.1 If it is deemed that substantial amendments are made to the current proposal then 
the  Council will have to take the necessary steps to inform persons likely to be 
affected by the modifications, give those persons an opportunity to make 
representations and ensure that any such representations are duly considered.

5.2 The Council has a statutory duty to ensure that its highways operate safely for the 
safe passage of all traffic including pedestrians.

6 Personnel Implications



6.1 None

7 Corporate Priorities
7.1 The Heywood Township Plan has set targets for the township in the coming year.

7.2 Heywood Township promotes safety and community engagement through various 
groups, this helps to deliver schemes that meet local needs.

8. Risk Assessment Implications 
8.1 None

9. Equalities Impacts
9.1 Workforce Equality Impacts Assessment

There are no (significant) workforce equality issues arising from this report.

9.2 Equality/Community Impact Assessments
There are no (significant) equality/community issues arising from this report.
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