
APPENDIX 1  

Summit Area 

Responses to Public consultation  

 

Objectors 
 

Objections to the proposals (comments written as received) 

Objector A 

 

Having received your leaflet re the proposed speed limit on Higher Lomax and 

surrounding area, all I can see is another waste of my money. I am aware that 

some residents have complained about drivers speeding but I have not witnessed 

this and as I live just off Bury New Road I would have witnessed it. If the residents 

don't live on Higher Lomax and Cherwell, where I may add has speed bumps, then 

what is their issue as they are deciding what should be done to my road.   They 

must live in the cul-de-sacs off these roads and won't address the issue with the 

speeders who they must know. Then instead of using yourselves to have a go at 

everyone I suggest they get together as a residents group and have the decency to 

canvass the area and find out what all the residents want, this would then make it 

a consultation with a fair decision.  The issue is not the speeders but the amount of 

traffic that comes past my house, i.e. Morrison's lorries, drivers using it as a short 

cut to Bamford/Norden especially when the motorway is shut like it was a couple 

of weeks ago. I have also seen this system not work outside schools so why do you 

think putting up a few signs is going to make a difference.  I presumed rightly or 

wrongly that we live in a democratic country not a dictatorship and a few people 

who complain can get what they want.  I suggest that if they want a 20mph sign 

outside their home that they purchase it out of their own pocket and install it 

themselves, as that is just how much use it will be and not use other people's 

money, for their neighbourhood issues, when there are more important things 

that the money could be used for.  I am aware that if the signs don't work then 

other options will be considered, again it will be the same people complaining.  I 

then suggest they move into the country where they will not have the problem and 

let the rest of us live in peace.  

I don't want a sign outside my house and will remove so if you do use this system 

then I would appreciate a consultation before it is placed and those that have 

complained can have the sign with pleasure. 

 

Thank you reading this however I know that it will be ignored and the minority will 

get what they want.  If this scheme goes ahead then it would be polite for those 

that have complained to stand up and be counted instead of hiding and speak to 

the other residents individually and stop being pathetic little moaners with 

obviously nothing else to do 

 

Ps I don't mind the complainers being informed of the contents of my email so 

long as my email address to kept confidential. 

 

Response 

Funding for the proposed scheme was approved by Heywood Township Committee in December 2015, this 

was after speed surveys were approved at the same committee in June 2015, both of which are public 

meetings were members of the public can voice their opinions.     

Speed surveys undertaken on Higher Lomax Lane in September 2015 highlighted the problem of vehicles 

travelling at inappropriate speeds within the residential area. Research has that the use of signs alone will 

reduce vehicle speeds by 1 or 2 mph, bringing the average speeds close to the new lower speed limit. 

 



 

 

Objector B 

 

 

Not in support of the proposals as there is not a speeding issue apart from the 

minority of people who will ignore the 20mph signs as they ignore the existing 

speed humps on Cherwell Ave.  In addition, there are no accident problems in the 

area. 

Response  

Speed surveys undertaken on Higher Lomax Lane in September 2015 highlighted the problem of vehicles 

travelling at inappropriate speeds within the residential area. The average speed being 24.5 mph, with 3 

vehicles travelling in excess of 45mph and 2.8% travelling at over 33mph. Research has that the use of 

signs alone will reduce vehicle speeds by 1 or 2 mph, bringing the average speeds close to the new lower 

speed limit. 

 

Objector C 

 

We live on Conway Close where proposed signs are due to be erected a short way 

into the Close. 

I cannot see the necessity of these as by the time you will have reached the 

proposed signs you are half way along the Close and it is very rare you can get into 

a high gear to reach 20 miles per hour. 

There are one or two culprits who do drive fast and these signs will do nothing to 

stop them. 

I feel it is a waste of time and money which could be put to a better cause. 

Response   

It is proposed to introduce repeater signs throughout the area as well as gateway signs at the entry points. 

These will serve as a constant reminder to drivers of the reduced speed limit which is more appropriate for 

the residential area. 

Objector D 

 

I am writing to you with regards to a recent leaflet that is being delivered to 

residents within the summit estate.  

I understand fully the ramifications of speed limits having worked in the industry 

for over 20 years enforcing and dealing with many aspects of accident prevention. 

Unfortunately I found that often these speed limits are often not adhered to, these 

zones are most effective outside schools and local parks and used methodically 

with careful consideration of implementation. This has had a significant effect 

upon reducing speed limits.  Unfortunately recent data tells us that  zones of this 

nature are being increasingly used liberally and are quickly  becoming less effective 

in dealing with the main issues of excessive speed in built up areas, plainly put, 

they are simply a way of keeping specific residents happy whilst not dealing with 

key issues. i.e main offenders, I am not opposed to “remember your speed” signs 

situated  upon main roads of the summit estate but strongly advise not wasting tax 

payers money upon areas that simply do not require it, again it is another control 

of limits that are simply unworkable and quite often impractical. I would also like 

to propose that speed limit could be reduced via specific narrowing of lanes and 

simple and careful landscaping which has been applied upon various estates 

around the country with significant success rates and data that is available online 

all of which are in keeping with the local environment and conurbation 

committees. 

Drivers must adhere to common sense driving and if they fail to does this be 

punished according through local force involvement. Having been a similar 

meeting recently with regards to community issues it was clear that residents 

overwhelmingly want to see local police or community officers walking the estate 



and creating an increased confidence within the area, having been involved with a 

number of thefts from properties and vehicles upon the summit estate, council 

representative need to consider mindfully what all residents are requesting rather 

than dealing with a minority and taking a quick fix to issues raised. As local 

community campaigner and committee chairman, I would do not recommend 

spending money upon "ugly" signage scattered around the estate that would have 

little or no effect upon daily speed limits. 

Response   Key to the success of any 20mph speed limit is community involvement and support of all 

drivers by respecting the new reduced limit. By introducing 20mph repeater signs within the area these 

will serve as a reminder to drivers of the new speed limit. 

 

Supporter/  

Comments 
Comments in support of the proposals 

Supporter / 

Comment  A 

 

Requested addition 20mph signs to be placed on Cherwell Ave 

Response 

Additional 20mph repeater signs will be provided on Cherwell Avenue as requested. 

Supporter / 

Comment  B 

 

Having today received the leaflet outlining the above,  I write to record my 

support for the proposed measures.   

Although I realise it would not happen, I would also request that, if the proposals 

are adopted, consideration be given to the subsequent removal of the humps on 

Cherwell Avenue. Even at below 20 mph, I consider these humps are more of a 

nuisance to careful drivers than a deterrent to those who are likely to speed in the 

area. 

 

Response   

A source of funding would need to be identified before the existing speed humps on Cherwell Avenue 

could be removed, in addition, their removal would result in an increase in vehicle speeds within the area.  

 

Supporter / 

Comment  C 

 

I wish to add my support for the proposed 20mph speed limit in the Summit estate 

area. Having lived on Higher Lomax Lane for over 35 years I have witnessed the 

increase in cars on the estate including those parking on both sides of the road 

which in its -self constitutes a hazard. My house is located on the bend adjacent to 

the Medway, how there has not been a serious accident due to the nature of the 

bend and more importantly the speed of some motorist is a minor miracle. This 

speed limit scheme is long overdue and I hope the Council will be able to 

implement it as soon as possible. 

 

Response 

Implementation of the proposals will be subject to approval by Heywood Township. 

 

Supporter / 

Comment  D 

 

Hi and thanks for the leaflet about the 20mph zone. As a resident of Higher Lomax 

Lane, it's a great idea. However, I do doubt whether it'll work without any other 

enforcement, i.e. speed bumps or other speed management methods. Just putting 

signs up (even right outside our house) on this section of road won't do a lot to 

slow people down. 

 

Response 

Speed surveys undertaken in September 2015 indicated that the average speed on Higher Lomax Lane was 

24.5mph. Research has shown that using signs alone will reduce vehicle speeds by 1 to 2mph. If complaints 



continue to be received a review of the scheme will be undertaken with a view to funding being sought for 

the introduction of traffic calming measures. 

 

Supporter / 

Comment  E 

 

 

Hello i am a resident on Avon road on the summit estate and on numerous 

occasions have experienced driver’s deliberately driving unsafe on these street i 

think that it would be a fantastic idea to have this 20mph limit enforced. However 

what can we do as a community if we witness these inconsiderate drivers ignoring 

the new enforced speed limit? 

I would also like to add to the suggestion box. Speed bumps in the area would 

tackle a lot of speeding motorists on the estate in question 

Response   

The enforcement of any speed limit is the responsibility of the Police, as such, if any abuse of the reduced 

speed limit is observed this should be reported to them.  Greater Manchester Police have been consulted 

on the proposals and have given their support to the scheme. If complaints continue to be received a 

review of the scheme will be undertaken with a view to funding being sought for the introduction of traffic 

calming measures. 

 

Supporter / 

Comment   F 

 

Today 26.1.2016 I received your "flyer" regarding proposed 20 MPH speed limit in 

the Summit Estate area. I am in full agreement that this estate needs to slow down 

certain idiots who drive far too fast for an estate road where children can be 

outside playing and where the number of parked cars has increased significantly in 

recent years. But I find your idea of erecting signs of 20 MPH speed limit would be 

a complete waste of time and money because very few people would adhere to 

them. What is needed is a physical way of slowing down speeding drivers    SPEED 

HUMPS.      

Response 

Research has shown that using signs alone will reduce vehicle speeds by 1 to 2mph. If complaints continue 

to be received a review of the scheme will be undertaken with a view to funding being sought for the 

introduction of traffic calming measures. 

 

Supporter / 

Comment  G 

 

Have received  your leaflet  on proposed 20mph speed  limit  on the 

summit  Heywood my question  is if it  goes ahead how will it be enforced  

 

Response 

The enforcement of any speed limit is the responsibility of the Police who have been consulted on the 

proposals and have given their support to the scheme.  

 

Supporter / 

Comment  H 

 

I have important comments to make regarding the proposed 20 mph speed 

limit on the Summit Estate. 

Some years ago when the council were planning to install road humps here, 

I suggested that   a 20 mph speed limit, as on the neighbouring council estate, 

would be a better traffic control option. However a senior police office present at 

the public meeting stated that such a speed limit is not enforceable and so 

the road humps were eventually installed instead. 

Your leaflet states that you have received complaints about the speed of vehicles 

in the area. 

I wish to point out that a much greater danger exists here and that is the illegal 

practice of some car owners parking on the pavements. This allows moving traffic 

to use a greater width of road, whereas properly parked cars would reduce 

the useable road width, and so   slow down traffic automatically. 

Parked vehicles obstruct the   view of pedestrians, particularly children as they 



walk or play with scooters on the pavement. Drivers who wish to turn into their 

own house drives also have their view of such pedestrians dangerously obstructed. 

My own experience, when turning  off the road into my drive, involved  my having 

to make an emergency  stop as a child, walking past a parked  car, reached 

my  drive at the same  time. Neither of us had been visible to the other. 

A blind gentleman regularly  walks with his  dog along Cherwell  Avenue, and he 

experiences extra difficulties  through having  to negotiate past parked vehicles, 

especially  on the  days  of  bin collections, when even more of the  pavement 

width is unavailable to pedestrians. 

Congestion here is worse than ever since so many people now shop online, 

thus entailing more vehicles making deliveries to houses here. 

Crossing the road on foot is now especially hazardous because of the pavement 

parking which restricts the view of the road. 

I suggest that this illegal practice should be stopped, rather than imposing a speed 

limit which cannot be enforced.  

The installation of cctv cameras would be a much better 

option  and  would  regulate both  speeding and  selfish parking by motorists. 

Please ensure that my concerns will be fully considered and reported equally fully, 

not simply outlined, in reports to ward councillors and appropriate highways 

officers. 

Response 

Over recent years there has been a change in the approach to speed limits in residential areas, with more 

authorities introducing blanket 20mph speed limits; this is seen as being more appropriate for residential 

streets.  

Driving on the footway and causing an obstruction is an offence and can only be enforced by the Police. As 

such, any problems should be reported to them.  

  

Supporter / 

Comment  I 

 

In response to your recent consultation re the above I wish to advise that I fully 

support this proposal in the interests of enhancing safety for residents and all road 

users. 

 

My only concern is on the matter of enforcement. Are there any proposals to 

introduce cameras or other mechanisms to record the details of those who exceed 

the new limit? Without such measures I fear that those who already drive too fast 

will continue to do so despite the reduced legal limit. 

 

Response 

If complaints continue to be received a review of the scheme will be undertaken with a view to funding 

being sought for the introduction of traffic calming measures where appropriate. 

 

Supporter / 

Comment  J 

 

I received your flyer the other day about the 20mph Proposed limit on the Summit 

Estate. Whilst personally I have no objection to it but there are a couple of things 

that I want to comment about the proposal. Why would anyone want to travel at 

speed in a vehicle down Cherwell Ave and Lomax Lane with all the speed bumps is 

hard to believe, considering that even going over the bumps at 10mph leads to 

strain on the car. Another thing that I want to bring to your attention is a matter of 

double yellow lines. I brought this concern up with councillor Beswick a couple of 

months ago. When the lines were repainted on Bury New Rd, a while ago for some 

strange reason the lines were not repainted into Higher Lomax Lane. We now have 

even a worse situation with car’s parking right to the junction of Lomax Lane and 

Bury New Rd. This is an accident waiting to happen as I have been nearly hit twice 

with cars parked on the corner obstructing the view whilst you try and join the 



main road. When will these lines be repainted, and more importantly will the 

parking rules be implemented or just left as it is now. We also have a similar 

situation with cars parking right to the junction of Highfield Ave and Higher Lomax 

lane. Whilst the bollards that were put up months ago have helped, there are 

people who continually park right up to the junction and this makes it a nightmare 

at times joining Lomax Lane. I hope you don’t mind me bringing these concerns to 

you attention, but I am very concerned about the lines situation. 

 

Response 

The proposals are to introduce an area wide 20mph speed limit not just on those streets with existing 

traffic calming. The issue with regard to faded yellow lines will be reported to the relevant section for 

them to programme in the works for the lines to be refreshed. 

 

Supporter / 

Comment  K 

 

Having just received you leaflet through my door I have a couple of question and 

points to make  

1) On looking at it am I right in thinking that you wish to put repeater signs half 

way down Conway Close ( I live at 22 ) what is the purpose of this, as a dead end  

95 % of our traffic is householders who drive very responsibly, As it's a very short 

road if you do put repeater 20mph signs who is going to police it and is there going 

to be the regulation distance to safely check a speeding motorist ????   In the 33 

years here I've never seen a speeding motorist on the Close or heard of a traffic 

accident on Conway Close.   

2) Is this proposal evidence based?? 

3) We already have speed bumps throughout the summit estate  ( which appear to 

need checking as they appear to be at different heights and gradients) if these 

have not slowed traffic down what makes you think that 20mph sign will ??? 

Again who is going to police this having lived here for 33 years I've yet to see a 

traffic police officer and with a dwindling police budget I doubt we will, so once 

again who is going to police it all ??? 

Could we on Conway Close not have a No Entry sign if we are to have any signs at 

all. 

While I do not dispute the need for traffic safety measure generally I do think that 

better use of Rochdale's highway budget could be looked at.  

 

Response 

The purpose of 20mph repeater signs is to remind all drivers of the reduced speed limit, it is a legal 

requirement that repeater signs are used where speed limits differ from 30mph. 

The scheme is a direct result of requests from local residents and ward councillors. 

The enforcement of any speed limit is the responsibility of the Police who have been consulted on the 

proposals and have given their support to the scheme.  

 

Supporter / 

Comment  L 

 

I am in favour of the proposed 20 mph speed limit. 

However I am against any speed humps being put in conjunction with such a 

scheme. 

The current speed humps have caused damage to my vehicle even though I drive 

below 20 mph on the estate. The speed humps on Peel Street are possibly higher 

than the regulation size. The speed hump by 46, Cherwell Ave is dangerous as the 

road has sunk in front of the same causing vehicles to swerve on to the opposite 

side of the road! Please NO MORE SPEED HUMPS. This will avoid damage to 

vehicles and reduce the possibility of legal liability for Rochdale MBC. 

Response 

The proposed scheme is for a 20mph speed limit only. 



Supporter / 

Comment  M 

 

I am writing regarding the proposed 20mph speed limit in Summit and would like 

to say I'm all for it.  The area is prone to people going over 30mph too so I would 

be glad to see it.  Also I'm sure the residents of Summit will be pleased that their 

council is actually thinking of them for once as we are overlooked on so many 

levels. 

  

I would, however, like to add a few comments though please.   

Looking at the map and the proposed repeater signs, I am a little confused as to 

why there are so many proposed in the smaller roads and why there are none 

proposed for Cherwell Avenue itself.  Cherwell Avenue is the main road through 

the estate and people fly up and down there so this is where they are needed as 

well as the other roads.  I would like to see the repeater signs at the end of my 

road and at the bottom of Derby Street; actually on Cherwell Avenue itself, just 

before and after the Cherwell Centre.  This would be sensible and would make 

more sense. 

I also think a repeater would be suitable for Bank Top Street, outside Cherwell 

Court home as this is where many people cross the road. 

  

Please could you keep all residents updated by e-mail and posted flyers so your 

residents and council tax payers are fully informed of your decisions. 

Response 

In response to this public consultation, it is proposed to introduce additional 20mph repeater signs on 

Cherwell Avenue. 

 

Supporter / 

Comment  N 

 

I’d like to express my support for the proposal of a 20mph speed limit around the 

Summit Estate. I think it will make the area safer. I hope it is successful. 

 

Response 

Implementation of the proposals will be subject to approval by Heywood Township. 

 

Supporter / 

Comment  O 

 

Regarding the proposed 20mph speed limit for the Summit Estate, although I am 

not against it I have the following concerns which I feel are more of a threat to 

health and safety: 

• How will the speed limit be enforced, how often and by whom? 

• Will there be sufficient money in the scheme for maintenance of the road 

and street signing? 

On the 25
th

 January 2016 I witnessed a parcel delivery driver in a new hire van 

travelling in both directions along Cherwell Avenue (this road has speed 

bumps/ramps) on the Summit Estate; I estimated it was travelling a minimum 

of 40mph.  At this speed I consider there is a greater risk of the vehicle going 

out of control when going over speed bumps/ramps.   I know of two incidents 

on Walton Street, Heywood (a 20mph zone), that highlight this: 

• A car travelling at speed hit a speed bump and the driver lost control. The 

car mounted the pavement and demolished a garden wall. 

• On another occasion a stolen car hit the same speed bump at speed 

causing the front wheel to come off, this wheel bounced onto the 

pavement, over the top of a garage and finally came to rest in a back 

garden after hitting the house wall. 

Fortunately no one was injured in either of the incidents. 

I have also noticed potholes around speed bumps/ramps in the town.  These 

potholes seem to remain for long periods of time before they are repaired.  If the 

proposed 20mph speed bumps/ramps are installed on the Summit Estate will 



these potholes and any other potholes for that matter, be repaired quickly?  I’m 

sure there is a greater chance of accidents being caused by drivers of vehicles 

swerving to avoid these potholes. 

 

Response 

The enforcement of any speed limit is the responsibility of the Police who have been consulted on the 

proposals and have given their support to the scheme.  

Maintenance of the carriageway signs road markings will come under the general highways maintenance 

budget. 

It is the responsibility of the vehicle drivers to drive in accordance with the road conditions. 

The maintenance of the carriageway will be the responsibility of the Highways Maintenance section and 

will come under their normal maintenance regime. 

Supporter / 

Comment  P 

 

I wholeheartedly support the expansion of the 20mph speed limit around the 

residential areas.  

 

I am wondering if there are any proposals to add more speed bumps on through 

roads? As a resident on Millbank Street I am often concern at the speeds road 

users use on my street and believe speed bumps are a stronger incentive to slow 

down. In particular, Wham St, Albert St, Duke St, Derby St and Millbank St are 

often used to avoid queuing traffic and being caught at the traffic lights at the 

junction of Bury Street and Pilsworth Road. These streets are heavy with parked 

cars, often double parked, and I feel they would particularly benefit from measures 

additional to the repeater signs.  

 

Response 

At present there are no proposals to introduce any additional speed humps within the area.   

  

Supporter / 

Comment  Q 

 

I would welcome this scheme, especially on Severn Road motorist use this road as 

a shortcut into Heywood, they don't slow down, I live on the corner of Severn Road 

over the years there has been several incidents, what makes the problem worse 

residents double park and also on corners , when motorists park on the corner of 

Severn Road  you have to come round off  Higher Lomax Lane in the middle of the 

road. 

I will be interested to see if this plan goes ahead, the residents on Summit Estate 

pay a lot of council tax but don't get anything done; I look forward to hearing from 

you regarding this problem. 

 

Response 

Implementation of the proposals will be subject to approval by Heywood Township. 

 

Supporter / 

Comment  R 

 

It seems the majority are being penalised by the few.  

I have lived on the estate since 1971, and my experience is that speeding on the 

estate is restricted to only a few drivers. These drivers will not be influenced by 

20mph signs being erected. If you are not able to police the current 

30mph maximum speed limit, what do you intend doing to enforce the lower 

limit? The people flouting the law do not respond to roadside signs. The 

introduction of speed reducing bumps as had little or no effect on the speeds 

these people adopt between the humps, and even over the humps. They have 

disregard for other people and even the effect their driving has on their precious 

vehicles. 

The police do not have the resources to deal with these people. Speed checks are 

so arbitrary and catch anyone/all who might stray the odd mph over the limit. 



Cameras cannot discriminate between persistent high speed offenders 

outside their zone. 

It seems you have already decided to waste all this extra money you have procured 

on this futile proposal. Are you intending to introduce a cooling off/familiarisation 

period to enable drivers to get used to the alteration you are imposing? This will 

not alter the behaviour of the speeding minority, but allow the majority to adjust 

to the changes. 

These are constructive comments, sent in good faith, not complaints. I applaud 

your efforts trying to improve the safety of residents on the estate. Thank you. 

 

Response 

The enforcement of any speed limit is the responsibility of the Police who have been consulted on the 

proposals and have given their support to the scheme.  

If complaints continue to be received a review of the scheme will be undertaken with a view to funding 

being sought for the introduction of traffic calming measures where appropriate. 

 

Supporter / 

Comment  S 

 

I believe the way some vehicles are parked pose a danger not only to people but to 

other drivers. I live on the corner of Higher Lomax Lane and Lune Grove and a large 

white van is regularly parked dangerously close the junction restricting both entry 

and exit from Lune Grove. Higher Lomax Lane has very high speed traffic on it 

approaching Cherwell Avenue. I would agree with having speed restrictions if 

enforced, the lack of visibility at this junction caused by said parked vehicle is a 

major concern for safety. The parking of large vehicles on this estate is a greater 

danger than just the speed of traffic. I would welcome this to be considered as an 

equally great hazard to safety.  

 

Response 

The introduction of waiting restrictions which would prevent indiscriminate parking would have to be 

subject to a Traffic Regulation Order and be separately consulted on.  Extra funding would have to be 

sought. 

 

Supporter / 

Comment  T 

 

In response to the recent leaflet circulate to the residents of the Summit Estate I 

would like to make the following comments: 1.) Speed bumps have been on 
Cherwell Avenue for some time and make very little difference to the speed the 

majority of traffic observe. I live in a house at the corner of Conway Close & 

Cherwell Avenue so we have the wide traffic bump that in my opinion is too high 

and wide. If they were to be more narrower and more frequent instead of one flat 

surface people might adhere to the reduced speed required. 

The noise vehicles come up or down the hill over the humps is horrendous, there 

have been times when I thought there had been a crash and especially if a vehicle 

with a trailer in tow is even worse.  

I now regret supporting the need for traffic calming measures on the estate as I 

feel it must devalue our property, if our house was to be advertised for sale, can 

you imagine trying to sell the house in summertime with the lounge windows open 

and hearing that commotion outside on the road. Especially when the original 

instigator of the need for traffic calming measures on the estate does not 

experience these problems first hand outside his home. 

I don’t see that simply putting 20mph signs will make any difference, I would like 

to know why is it only Cherwell Avenue that have speed bumps anyhow? 

This seems like an age old problem from childhood when a few break the law 

everybody else who adheres to the law has to suffer in the respect of expensive 

car suspension repair bills and inconvenience, I couldn’t imagine being transported 



over these bumps in an ambulance if infirm.  

It is unusual for me to comment on Public matters like these but I feel strongly that 

it is making our living environment a noisy and unhappy one and look forward to 

your comments that may rectify the situation. 

 

Response 

The existing traffic calming on Cherwell Avenue was introduced in accordance with DfT guidelines in 

respect of the hump spacing’s, heights and ramp gradients.  At present, there are no proposals to remove 

or amend the existing traffic calming on Cherwell Avenue. 

Supporter / 

Comment  U 

 

I have two comments. 

Firstly if there is some spare cash to reduce casualties do me a favour here on the 

Medway, I live in the corner house opposite is a wide footpath outside No 16. Cars 

park on this all the time.10 yards further round is a Cable relay box. Cars park here. 

Only ONE person can struggle through. I have two Blind neighbours at No11 whose 

guide dogs force them onto the road because there is never enough room to pass. 

I am the Homewatch co-ordinator for this end of the Medway and have 

spoken/pleaded with these car owners to no avail. One Family has 6 Cars. So forget 

your 20MPH signs, plant me a few bollards to stop cars parking. 

 

Secondly a 20 MPH speed limit is not going to solve the problem of speeding on 

this estate no more than the speed bumps put down a few years ago did. 

Drivers who live on the Estate are by and large not the cause of the problem 

either.  The Estate is used as a short cut from Bury New Road to Bank Top Street 

and West Starkey St  and beyond especially at peak times . They come into Higher 

Lomax Lane Down Cherwell or along Summit St and Severn Road to Cherwell or 

into Peel St all headed for Bank Top St. I think some of your team should park up 

on Bank Top or the Grapes Pup Car park and watch for yourselves. Cars will be fast 

on the Estate but the speeds on Bank Top St and West Starkey street past the 

Sports centre are ridiculous. A speed trap there would make a fortune. 

Four years ago  I suffered a heart attack so now I try to walk 4 miles a day , 

Morrison’s at Lunch time (I work from home) and around the Estate later in the 

day. So I am watching the idiots time and time again, and I have seen a few close 

ones. 

My solution for what it’s worth would be restrictions on Bank Top Street and West 

Starkey St to the Sports Centre to discourage use as a short cut. These could be 

Priority passing places with the bias in the opposite direction to the flow, or make 

Bank Top one way towards the estate. That would stop the problem in its tracks. 

Beyond that I have no objections to the 20MPH limit. I don’t feel it addresses the 

root cause. 

 

Response 

Driving on the footway and causing an obstruction is a Police matter and as such any concerns should be 

addressed to them to take action. 

The issue of rat running would need to be addressed as a wider policy on traffic movement around 

Heywood Centre. 

 

Supporter / 

Comment  V 

 

I refer to the proposed 20mph speed limit in the Summit area Heywood. Cherwell 

Ave is used as a rat run at peak times morning & evening for people wishing to 

avoid the town centre they then continue on down Peel St & Starkey St via the 

Heywood Leisure village. I walk this route daily & every day there are people 

speeding along Cherwell Ave & Starkey St even though there are speed bumps the 

vehicles just bounce over the bumps with no regard for their vehicles or 



pedestrians. I totally agree with the proposed speed restriction but am sorry it is 

not lower even though I am a driver myself. I also think that we need repeater 

signs at the junction of Higher Lomax Lane & Cherwell Ave that I cannot see on 

your proposal. I think that this scheme should continue along Starkey St at least 

past the Heywood leisure village, but that is for another day. 

 

Response 

In response to this public consultation, it is proposed to introduce additional 20mph repeater signs on 

Cherwell Avenue. 

The issue of rat running would need to be addressed as a wider policy on traffic movement around 

Heywood Centre. 

 

Supporter / 

Comment  W 

 

1. I have lived on this estate for 40 years and cannot recall any instances of danger 

to any residents or road users. 

2. The traffic calming measures on Cherwell Avenue already severely restrict speed 

to well below the current speed limit. 

3. Car parking on both sides of many of the estate's roads also currently restricts 

speed. 

4. From my observations only a tiny proportion of road users are flouting the 

current limit. These drivers are unlikely to be deterred by a reduction in the speed 

limit. 

5. When the 468 bus route was originally established small 20 seater buses were 

used. Currently the route is served by full-size single-deck buses, and at certain 

times, double-deck buses, often with minimal passenger levels. These large 

vehicles present a greater danger to other road users than any other vehicles. 

6. I see little point in establishing a lower speed limit which is impossible to 

enforce. Police have such limited resources that enforcing more serious offences 

(seat belts, unrestrained children, mobile phone use etc) is, at best, haphazard. 

7. The most hazardous area on the estate is the junction with Bury New Road, 

where the view of emerging drivers is severely restricted by cars and delivery 

vehicles illegally parked outside the Costcutter store, and other vehicles parked 

outside the Internet Pharmacy, often within the pedestrian crossing area. 

8. There are no schools on the estate, apart from the nursery on Derby Street, 

where approaching traffic on Peel Street is already slowed by the present traffic 

calming measures on Peel Street. 

9. I assume the funds allocated to the proposed changes are specifically designated 

for road safety proposals. If not, I would respectfully suggest that any available 

resources are diverted to more deserving social areas within the borough. 

10. I have no objections to the proposals as I always drive according to the 

prevailing road conditions, whether these are determined by weather conditions 

or traffic, and a reduced speed limit would have no effect on my use of the road 

within the estate. 

11. The above observations are primarily aimed at reducing unnecessary 

expenditure by local government where there appears to be no, or very limited, 

benefit to the community. If road safety is the prime concern I would much prefer 

funds to be allocated to improved maintenance of local roads, specifically early 

identification of damage, pot holes etc, and effective remedial action involving 

repair to a better than temporary standard. 

 

Response 

This scheme is the direct result of requests from local residents and ward councillors and funded by 

Heywood Township. 

The enforcement of any speed limit is the responsibility of the Police who have been consulted on the 



proposals and have given their support to the scheme.  

 

Supporter / 

Comment  X 

 

I live on Hillcrest Avenue where we rarely get traffic doing more that 5mph due to 

parked cars, this also applies to much of Summit Street. Therefore repeater signs 

seem to be a waste hereabouts. 

Response 

The purpose of 20mph repeater signs is to remind all drivers of the reduced speed limit, it is a legal 

requirement that repeater signs are used where speed limits differ from 30mph. 

 

 


