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Executive Summary

1.1

1.2

1.3

1.4

1.5

The Council intends to create individual on-street permit parking bays 
principally for use by disabled badge holders. Using this proposed mechanism 
for permit bays allows the Council to charge individuals or organisations a fee 
for administering the process. 

Applications and locations were measured against the Council’s approved 
disabled parking policy and road safety criteria.

The restrictions for approved applications were formally promoted and during 
the consultation period the Authority received 5 letters of objection to the 
proposal. All four objections relate to the application at Wince Close.

The objectors report that the restrictions will reduce the number of available 
on-street parking spaces for local residents, some of whom are seriously ill 
and also require parking space near to their property. They report that this a 
communal car park which is currently being used for residents not only from 
Wince Close but also from Brow Avenue and that it does not currently facilitate 
the number of vehicles per household. Objectors also report that the facility 
will devalue their property and that the applicant has recently given up a 
rented garage as his new car is too large. The objectors also question the 
severity of the applicant’s disability and requirement for the parking facility as 
they currently park in a different location to that of the proposed bay. 

This report outlines the reason for the proposal and the objections received.

Recommendation

2. The Committee should consider whether the proposed Traffic Regulation 
Order, Borough of Rochdale ((Civil Enforcement of Traffic Contraventions) 
(Various Streets) (Middleton Township) Order 2008) (Amendment) (No.57) 
Order be implemented, as advertised, or altered in light of the representations 



received, which are outlined in Appendix B of this report.

Reason for Recommendation

3. Copy of Statement of Reasons

The Council intends to create individual on-street permit parking bays principally for use by 
disabled badge holders.

Using this proposed mechanism for permit bays allows the Council to charge individuals or 
organisations a fee for administering the process.

Applications and locations have been measured against the Council’s approved disabled 
parking policy and road safety criteria.

This report details the location of the bays to be introduced within each Township area.

It is proposed to introduce permit parking bays for qualifying disabled badge holders at the 
following locations:

 Hilton Walk, South Middleton Ward
the north side from a point 5 metres east of its junction with Boardman Lane for a 
distance of 5.5 metres in an easterly direction

 Wince Close, East Middleton Ward
on the northerly car parking area of Wince Close from a point 6 metres north of the 
north west corner of number 5 Wince Close along the extended westerly boundary 
line of the same property (point 1) for a distance of 3 metres in a northerly direction 
(point 2) and from point 1 for a distance of 6 metres in an easterly direction (point 3) 
and from point 3 for a distance of 3 metres in a northerly direction to form a bay

Key Points for Consideration

4.

4.1

4.2

During the consultation period the Authority received 5 objection letters. A 
further representation was received from a resident whom did not give a 
reason for their objection. This has therefore been discounted.

To comply with the Local Authorities’ Traffic Orders (Procedure) (England and 
Wales) Regulations 1996 the Authority must consider all objections submitted 
during the consultation period of 21 days before ‘Making’ a Traffic Regulation 
Order.

It should be noted that in considering the report, the proposed Order is 
deemed non-strategic in nature and should be dealt with in accordance with 
Section 8.2-3 of the Scheme of Delegation to Township Committee. 
Committee has delegated power to confirm or abandon the proposals and the 



4.3

4.4

4.5

4.6

Order.

In considering the objections the Committee should be mindful that the only 
right the general public has on the highway is a right of passage along it. 
There are no parking rights for individual residents. The Council are not duty 
bound to provide disabled parking bay facilities on the highway.

The criteria requires successful applicants to have a valid blue disabled badge 
and a supporting letter from their doctor confirming disability and the benefit of 
having a disabled bay near to the property. This has been checked and 
approved as part of this application, as well as the bay location in terms of its 
suitability on the highway.

If any of the evidence is found to be wrong or changes, the Council reserves 
the right to revoke the facility at any time.

The Objectors’ comments are attached at Appendix B.

Costs and Budget Summary

5. The cost of the proposed Traffic Regulation Order will be met by existing 
Revenue Budgets within Traffic Management.. The application fees (£2400) 
will cover part of the expense. The forecast costs are approximately £12,000.

Risk and Policy Implications

None.6.

Consultation

7.

7.1

7.2

7.3

Consultation required by the Local Authorities’ Traffic Orders, (Procedure) 
(England and Wales) Regulations 1996 has taken place.

The Emergency Services, Transport for Greater Manchester, The Freight 
Transport Association and the Road Haulage Association were consulted on 
12th October 2017.

Notices of intention were posted on site and published in the local newspaper 
on 12th October 2017.

The objection period ran until 2nd November 2017.

Background Papers Place of Inspection
None



APPENDIX  A – Notice of Intention and plan

BOROUGH OF ROCHDALE
((CIVIL ENFORCEMENT OF TRAFFIC CONTRAVENTIONS)

(VARIOUS STREETS) (MIDDLETON TOWNSHIP) ORDER 2008)
(AMENDMENT) (NO. 57) ORDER

Hilton Walk, Middleton

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the Rochdale Borough Council, in exercise of its powers 
under Sections 1(1), 2 and 4 of the Road Traffic Regulation Act 1984, intend to make an Order, 
the effect of which would be to amend the Borough of Rochdale (Civil Enforcement of Traffic 
Contraventions) (Various Streets) (Middleton Township) Order 2008 by inserting the following:-

Schedule No. 9.18
On Street Permit Parking Place (24 hours)

Hilton Walk, South Middleton Ward

n(i) the north side from a point 5 metres east of its junction with Boardman Lane for a 
distance of 5.5 metres in an easterly direction

Wince Close, East Middleton Ward
n(i) on the northerly car parking area of Wince Close from a point  6 metres north of the 

north west corner of number 5 Wince Close along the extended westerly boundary line 
of the same property (point 1) for a distance of 3 metres in a northerly direction (point 
2) and from point 1 for a distance of 6 metres in an easterly direction (point 3) and from 
point 3 for a distance of 3 metres in a northerly direction to form a bay.

A copy of the proposed Order and a map showing the length of road concerned, together with 
the Council’s Statement of Reasons for making the Order, may be inspected at The Customer 
Services Centre, Middleton Library, Long Street, Middleton M24 6DU during normal office hours.

Objections to the proposed Order, stating the grounds on which they are made, must be made 
in writing and forwarded to trafficorders@rochdale.gov.uk or, alternatively, to Network 
Management, Floor 2, Number One Riverside, Smith Street, Rochdale, OL16 1XU to reach the 
Council on or before 2nd November 2017, quoting H60/1252.

Dated this 12th day of October 2017

David Wilcock
Acting Director of Resources

Resources Directorate
Rochdale Borough Council

Number One Riverside
Smith Street
ROCHDALE
OL16 1XU





APPENDIX  B – Objections

Objection 1







Objection 2

I am objecting to the proposed application by the occupants of No. 7 Wince Close for a parking bay 
to be formed from the North west corner of Number 5 Wince Close.

I am objecting on the grounds:-
 
This is a communal car park which does not currently facilitate the number of vehicles per 
household within Wince Close as well as the neighbouring property's who use the carpark on a 
regular basis.

The space being taken to form the bay would cause severe congestion within wince close carpark 
e.g. cars blocking other vehicles, vehicles having to park behind other vehicles leaving no space for 
manoeuvring vehicles in and out of the Close safely, also residents having to disturb other residents 
to move their vehicles to go about their work commitments e.g. early morning shift workers etc.,  - 
this was the reason the Council removed the grassed area approx. 8 years ago to accommodate 
more parking space for the use of all of the residents within the Close, This is now the space 
being proposed for the new parking bay for No 7 Wince Close. 

This is a communal car park which is currently being used for residents not only from Wince Close 
but also from Brow Avenue, and residents from numbers
 23 to 31 Wince Close.  Some of the residents do have disability issues and have carers attending 
their residency at various times of the day and night, other residents have small children with 
disabilities, I am sure we would all like to have a parking bay outside of our homes with permit only 
24 hours a day access, but unfortunately the amount of vehicles using the carpark does not allow 
this to be sustainable, especially after 5 p.m. and weekends.

I am not sure how allocating a permit only parking bay to one household No 7 Wince Close 
will enable the resident of that address any ease of access and any closer proximity to their 
home other than where they currently park at the moment, which is at the back of their home and 
they have done so for the last 29 years of my residency within Wince Close. 



I would like to add that when you are considering this application to take into account that myself 
and other residents do not have the liberty of parking at the back of Wince Close, as previously 
when I or any other residents or visitors have parked at the back of Wince Close ( which is also my 
home 3 Wince Close) in the past, the residents at No7  have complained and threaten to 
report myself and other residents to the environmental agencies, also when vehicle's of residents 
and visitors have parked at the back of number 3 and number 5, myself, other residents and 
visitors have found their vehicles vandalised with scratches running the length of their vehicles so 
are very reluctant to park their vehicles there, I tell any visitors wishing to visit me not to park at 
the back even if there are no spaces for fear of their vehicle being scratched.

Objection 3

Hi I am the resident that lives at number 5 wince close Middleton.  I am writing to confirm my objection to 
the parking bay that is being proposed outside my house. As I completely disagree with the proposal. It will 
make parking around here worse than what it already is. The parking area isn’t big enough for one individual 
to have there own spot. It will cause a build up of cars parking where we live and make it more dangerous 
for the children that live in the houses affected to go out to play or get to there parents cars. 
We ourselves have a family with four children three of which have autism and all 3 claim DLA. My two 
youngest have zero awareness of road safety. So being unable to park outside our own home would be 
problematic to say the least, because if this goes ahead everybody will be struggling to get a parking spot 
and as the space you would use is directly outside my house we would struggle to even park in this close as 
of evening time it’s full. 
When we first moved here there was less space there was green patches and bushes which was removed to 
make it bigger for more parking, that’s why I’m amazed that you are considering putting in a permit bay for 
just one individual. The individual in question that wants this bay could park there car at the front of his 
house but for as long as I have lived here they have choose to park at the back and also objected to anyone 
that had to park there when the front was full I don’t think it’s fair that now that they want a parking permit 
bay putting in place at the front which the individual would be the only one to be able to park in it when no 
one has ever stopped him from parking there. The area we live in consist of young family’s this will cause 
chaos for everyone else but the individual In question. There doesn’t seem to have been any thought for any 
of the other residents especially the ones it will affect or the impact it will have on the street 

Thank you for taking the time reading my objection I hope you will consider our reasons for objecting the 
proposal Thank you again.

Objection 4

I am writing to strongly disagree with the proposed disabled parking space outside number 7 wince close 
{H60/1252} The reasons are because there are no where near enough spaces now without the bay, people 
all double up on themselves and family.
If this space was granted the way it is proposed it would move approx. 12 cars up the close outside my 
house number 17 wince close surely this would be dangerous for the public.
Also where number 7 parks at the moment on the entrance to wince close as per attachment is just as close 
as the proposed space so why not put the bay there.
Also if there is a bay there this would be for any disabled badge holder as there are a few around the close?

One last point on the close in mention is the grass verges outside numbers 17,19,21 and a row on brow 
could these be moved to make more space as you can imagine there is no space?
Could bays be painted around the close so every one has a space outside there house to arrange parking 



easier and safer.

Once again I strongly disagree with the proposal of the space taking all that space up.



Objection 5






