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Executive Summary 

 
1.1 Local representation identified concern about footway parking at the junction of 

Higher Lomax Lane and Chelmer Grove, restricting driver sightlines and 
available width for the safe passage of users of the footway 
 

1.2 Heywood Township subsequently approved the investigation and development 
of an appropriate scheme and this included additional consideration of protection 
for the adjacent bus stop and associated junction with Cherwell Avenue. 

 

1.3 The approved scheme was advertised between 25th February and 18th March 
2021 and received eight objections. 

 

1.4 This report considers each of the objections received. 
 

Recommendation 

 
2.1 Committee should consider whether the proposed Traffic Regulation Order, 

‘Borough of Rochdale ((Civil Enforcement of Traffic Contraventions) (Various 
Streets) (Heywood Township) Order 2008) (Amendment) (No.67) Order 2021’ be 
implemented as advertised, be amended, or be abandoned in light of the 
objections received (provided as Appendix C to this report). 
 

2.2 It is the recommendation of Highways that the original scheme should be 
implemented as advertised to appropriately enhance access and operational 
safety at this location. 

 

Reason for Recommendation 

Copy of Statement of Reasons: 

3.1 “Local representation and site observations have identified a need to introduce 
appropriate restrictions on kerbside parking in close proximity to the Higher 
Lomax Lane junctions with Chelmer Grove and Cherwell Avenue. 
 



3.2 The proposal seeks to mitigate obstructive parking (including known occupation 
of the footway) around these junctions which can compromise driver and 
pedestrian visibility, as well as impeding the passage of users of the footway, 
and on occasion, adversely affecting the positioning of turning buses at the 
junction with Cherwell Avenue. 
 

3.3 It is proposed to introduce a ‘No Waiting at Any Time’ restriction along both sides 
of Higher Lomax Lane to cover the extent of its junctions with Chelmer Grove 
and Cherwell Avenue.  Restrictions will also extend back from Higher Lomax 
Lane along both Chelmer Grove and Cherwell Avenue over a distance of 10 
metres along both sides.  
 

3.4 The subject site includes a northbound bus stop along Higher Lomax Lane, 
immediately south of its junction with Chelmer Grove.  It is proposed to include 
within the scheme a 24-hour Bus Stop Clearway to protect access and mitigate 
any effects of obstructive kerbside parking known to exist. 
 

3.5 Direct residential frontage is limited at the subject location and the minimal effects 
of parking displacement can be adequately accommodated elsewhere in the 
locality. 
 

3.6 There have been no recorded injury collisions at the subject site during the most 
recent 3-years.  The proposals nevertheless are considered beneficial in terms 
of maintaining safety at this location for all users of the highway. 
 

3.7 The subject site is not Strategic Highway.” 
 

3.8 A drawing of the advertised scheme is included as Appendix A to this report. 
 

Key Points for Consideration 

 
4.1 Eight objections were received during the 21-day consultation period.  These are 

included verbatim as Appendix C to this report. 
 

4.2 The following provides a summary interpretation of the key objection points 
received (grouped where appropriate) together with a considered Highways 
response, supporting the recommendation made herein. 

 

Interpretation of Issues Raised Highways Response 

a. The proposed double yellow lines 
extend along Chelmer Grove 
where the residents currently 
park (no driveway) and the 
restriction will impact safety in 
regard to movement of children. 

Whilst it is accepted that any junction protection (yellow 
lines) can result in localised displacement of parking, the 
side road proposals here reflect Rule 243 of the Highway 
Code (maintaining a 10 metre distance) and have been 
designed in direct response to local representation 
expressing concern around the presence of indiscriminate 
obstructive junction parking. 

b. Excess yellow lines are 
unjustified given no recent 
accidents recorded. 

The proposed yellow line restrictions extend a desired 10 
metre distance into each side road in accordance with Rule 
243 of the Highway Code.  The Higher Lomax Lane lines 
are intended to maximise carriageway width, reducing 
obstruction and helping driver positioning for turning 
vehicles.  The proposals have been developed to further 



enhance operational road safety and reduce the likelihood 
of collisions occurring. 

c. A regular visitor to Chelmer 
Grove parks where the bus stop 
and yellow line TRO is proposed.  
Restrictions will displace existing 
parking onto Chelmer Grove – 
considered dangerous to children 
playing. 

The prohibition of waiting TRO is intended to prevent 
parking in close proximity to the junction(s), affording 
greater protection for drivers emerging and entering the 
side road(s) and enhanced inter-visibility for pedestrians 
crossing.  Likewise, the clearway marking simply 
formalises arrangements at an existing operational bus 
stop, removing observed kerbside obstruction and allowing 
level access for boarding and alighting passengers – this 
proposal has the full support of TfGM on behalf of bus 
operators. 

d. Buses stopped will obstruct 
visibility for vehicles emerging 
from Chelmer Grove. 

The bus stop is in-situ and already operational.  In terms of 
compromising visibility, the proposal on the contrary will 
improve this by providing and protecting parallel access to 
the kerb with a corresponding reduction in the incidence of 
angled protrusion into the carriageway. 

e. Agreement that parking at the 
Higher Lane bus stop and north-
west corner of Chelmer Grove 
needs to be stopped. 

The scheme proposals support this. 

f. Rather than using yellow lines, 
bollards would be more 
beneficial. 

Bollards can assist with the physical displacement of 
parking from the footway itself, of benefit to passing 
pedestrians.  They will not however protect sight lines as 
they will not prevent adjacent parking occurring within the 
carriageway. 

g. Parking two vehicles between the 
verges separating footway and 
carriageway along Chelmer 
Grove will result in over-hanging 
vehicles and potential 
obstruction. 

It is the responsibility of all users of the highway to avoid 
any obstruction of either the carriageway or footway.  
Suitable alternatives exist locally to avoid this situation 
arising. 

h. Suggested reduction of yellow 
lines proposed along Chelmer 
Grove from 10 to 8 metres. 

In the interests of being effective, the scheme is designed 
to fully accord with the 10 metre distance as recommended 
by Rule 243 of the Highway Code. 

i. Suggested removal of grass 
verges around the Chelmer 
Grove junction, providing space 
for up to 4 cars, possibly permit-
controlled. 

Conversion of the suggested area of grass verge for off-
road parking on the north-eastern corner of Chelmer Grove 
is not supported from either an operational or 
environmental perspective.  This would impact mature 
vegetation and affect existing highway apparatus.  
Furthermore, it would compromise sight lines and inter-
visibility as well as encouraging undesirable unsafe vehicle 
movements to/from the highway immediately adjacent to a 
junction which the Council is seeking to improve.   

j. Cars parked opposite Cherwell 
Avenue have no impact on bus 
movements at the junction. 
 

k. Higher Lomax Lane is wide and 
the parked vehicles cause no 
obstruction or issue to moving 
traffic. 

The carriageway width of Higher Lomax Lane in the vicinity 
of Cherwell Avenue is circa 7.5 to 8 metres.  With on-road 
parking that has been observed at this location (together 
with the potential for parking without restriction on both 
sides of Higher Lomax Lane), the effective width could be 
reduced by up to 50 percent down to circa 4.5 metres and 
this is considered insufficient for larger turning vehicles. 

l. Restrictions along Chelmer Grove 
will increase parking pressures 
on-street, impacting emergency 
service / refuse vehicle access, 
deliveries, reducing pedestrian 

The proposals will address existing parking around the 
junction(s) which has the potential to hinder emergency 
response and access for larger vehicles.  We do not 
consider that the proposals would cause obstruction.  It is 
the responsibility of all users of the highway to avoid any 



visibility, and adversely impacting 
social goodwill. 

obstruction of either the carriageway or footway.  Suitable 
alternatives exist locally. 

m. The proposals are considered 
anti-social in their effects of 
displacing parking for residents 
and visitors. 

The scheme has been developed in response to local 
concerns around obstructive junction (including footway) 
parking.  There is significant precedent and its standard 
design has sought to minimise disruption in the interests of 
promoting and protecting operational safety.   

n. The bus stop is not extensively 
used and does not require 
marked lines on the road.  The 
markings will not benefit residents 
of Chelmer Grove or Higher 
Lomax Lane. 

Site observations have identified regular obstruction of the 
bus stop.  The existing stop accommodates the Bury-
Rochdale circular bus service, operating hourly between 
9am and 6pm, Monday to Saturday.  Clearways as 
proposed allow level parallel bus access to the kerbside for 
the benefit of passengers boarding / alighting and also 
prevent buses from overhanging at an angle into the 
carriageway with associated obstruction to passing traffic.  
The design accords with TfGM’s recommended standards 
and has their full support.   

o. No objection to the adjacent lines 
proposed on the corner of 
Chelmer Grove. 

The scheme proposals support this. 

p. Understand the junction corners 
are potentially dangerous but 
object to the loss of parking 
space caused by bus stop 
proposals and effects of 
displacement. 
 

q. Parking displacement will 
increase pressures along 
Chelmer Grove will increase 
danger to children playing. 

The scheme supports enhanced road safety and there is 
considered to be appropriate capacity in the locality for any 
limited parking that may be displaced. 

r. Introducing yellow line restrictions 
at the junctions is a ridiculous 
proposition and very unsafe. 
 

s. The proposals will cause extra 
traffic on Chelmer Grove with an 
increased risk of accidents 
involving children and vehicles. 

On the contrary, introducing junction protection as 
proposed is a standard approach used extensively to 
enhance visibility for all road users.  Furthermore, it will 
remove existing (partial) footway parking which 
compromises footway width.  There is no likelihood of the 
proposal increasing traffic flows.  

t. The proposal is ridiculous and 
needs justifying. 

The proposals are standard in design and have been 
developed in response to local representation expressing 
concern over obstructive parking in this locality.  
Justification is provided herein and has been detailed in the 
supporting Statement of Reasons.  

 
 
4.3 The standard 10 metres of side road junction protection treatment as advertised 

is considered the minimum length to be deemed operationally effective and 
Highways do not support any reduction. 
 

4.4 There is ample precedent for provision of an associated clearway for the existing 
bus stop and this has the full support of TfGM on behalf of bus operators.  The 
removal of the observed parking obstruction at this location will not only enhance 
access for boarding and alighting bus passengers but will also assist passing 
traffic along Higher Lomax Lane. 
 



4.5 A reduced scale and/or alternative form of kerbside control scheme will not 
address the operational safety requirements arising from the original local 
representation and subsequent site observations. 
 

4.6 Should Committee decide not to introduce the restrictions as proposed then the 
observed issues with parked vehicles, as reported originally to Heywood 
Township Committee, will not be appropriately addressed. 

 

Costs and Budget Summary 

 
5.1 The cost of the proposed Traffic Regulation Order is estimated to be £4,000 and 

would be met by the Heywood Township Capital Fund. 
 

5.2 Should the Committee wish to make further changes to the advertised Traffic 
Regulation Order it may, subject to advice from Legal, require re-advertising 
which will incur additional costs that will need to be met by Heywood Township. 

 

Risk and Policy Implications 

 
6.1 The scheme is promoted and recommended as part of the Council’s statutory 

responsibility to ensure that its highways operate safely and efficiently for all road 
users.  

 

Consultation 

 
7.1 Consultation, required by the Local Authorities’ Traffic Orders (Procedure) 

(England and Wales) Regulations 1996, has taken place. 
 

7.2 Statutory consultation was undertaken in January 2021 with emergency services 
and Transport for Greater Manchester.  The proposals have the support of these 
consultees. 
 

7.3 Notices of Intention were posted on-site and published in the local newspaper on 
25th February 2021 (included as Appendix B to this report). 
 

7.4 The consultation objection period ran until 18th March 2020. 
 

Background Papers 

 
8.1 Not applicable. 
 
 
 

For Further Information Contact: Darren McCrohan 

01706 924518  

darren.mccrohan@rochdale.gov.uk 

  



APPENDIX A – Scheme Plan 

  



APPENDIX B – Notice of Intention 

 

BOROUGH OF ROCHDALE 

((CIVIL ENFORCEMENT OF TRAFFIC CONTRAVENTIONS) 

(VARIOUS STREETS) (HEYWOOD TOWNSHIP) ORDER 2008) 

(AMENDMENT) (NO. 67) ORDER 2021 

 

Higher Lomax Lane Area, Heywood 

 

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) (Heywood Township) Order 2008 by inserting 

the following:- 

 

Schedule No. 1.1 

No Waiting at Any Time 

 

Higher Lomax Lane, West Heywood Ward 

 

n(i) the west side from a point 26 metres north-east of its junction with Chelmer Grove 

to a point 6 metres south-west of its junction with Chelmer Grove 

 

n(ii) the east side from a point 10 metres north-east of its junction with Cherwell Avenue 

to a point 10 metres south-west of its junction with Chelmer Grove 

 

Chelmer Grove, West Heywood Ward 

 

n(i) both sides from its junction with Higher Lomax Lane for a distance of 10 metres in 

a north-westerly direction 

 

Cherwell Avenue, West Heywood Ward 

 

n(i) both sides from its junction with Higher Lomax Lane for a distance of 10 metres in 

a south-easterly direction 

 

 

In addition to the provisions contained in the Borough of Rochdale ((Civil Enforcement of 

Traffic Contraventions) (Various Streets) (Heywood Township) Order 2008) (Amendment) 

(No. 67) Order a 24-hour Bus Stop Clearway will be created on:-  

 

Higher Lomax Lane, West Heywood Ward 

 

n(i)  the west side from a point 6 metres south-west of its junction with Chelmer Grove 

for a distance of 17 metres in a south-westerly direction 

 

 

A copy of the proposed Order and a map showing the lengths of road concerned, together 

with the Council’s Statement of Reasons for making the Order, may be viewed on the 

Council’s website www.rochdale.gov.uk/roads, or by phoning Highways on 0300 303 8879 

to request a copy via post.  

 

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 18th March 2021, quoting H60/1333. 

 

Dated this 25th day of February 2021 



 

Asif Ibrahim 

Assistant Director (Legal, Governance & Workforce) 

Rochdale Borough Council 

 
Number One Riverside 
Smith Street 
ROCHDALE 
OL16 1XU 
 

  



APPENDIX C – Objections Received 

Objection 1 – as received 
 
From:  1234567 89 
Sent: 14 March 2021 11:33 
Subject: TRO ref no. H60/1333 
 
Good morning,  
 
I’m a frequent visitor of Chelmer Grove in heywood.  When I go there, I park where you 
plan to add the bus stop/yellow lines. Which now means I’ll have to park on Chelmer 
grove itself and I think this is dangerous because children often play on the street and I 
won’t see them, if they’re running out from behind the cars.  
Also I think with the bus stop being right on the corner, I think it will make it dangerous for 
when cars are trying to come out of the street because they won’t be able to see when a 
bus is parked up there.  
 
Regards,  
 
1234567890  

 

 

Objection 2 – as received 

 
Re: Proposed No Waiting Restrictions Higher Lomax Lane, Heywood   
Dated 10/12/20          
  
To whom it my concern,  
 

I have been moved to write an objection to your proposal for the installation of double 
yellow lines on the north west side of Chelmer Grove at the junction with Higher Lomax 
Lane (HLL). After making contact with local neighbours, I feel the need for ‘excess’ yellow 
lines unjustified. As stated in reason (vi) there have been no injuries nor collisions at the 
site in the past 3 years, speaking to residents this period could be extended indefinitely. I 
do agree that parking at the bus stop needs to be stopped on Higher Lomax Lane, in 
conjunction with this I feel parking on the north-west corner bend of Chelmer Grove needs 
to be stopped too, however, rather than using yellow lines I feel the use of bollards would 
be more beneficial as it has been on the southern corner of Chelmer Grove (installed 
summer 2020). See attachment 3.  
Firstly, residents parking beyond the bend into Chelmer (outside No4) have no influence 
on the vision at the junction with Higher Lomax Lane as after the bend there is a driveway 
which prevents residents and visitor parking.  
The proposed 10metre double yellow lines extends                     where my partner and I 
park our cars (see attachment 1+3), unfortunately our drive is not wide enough to host a 
car and currently unable to afford to convert our front garden into a drive. We have two 
children under the age of 5 years old (4 + 1) who require parking as close as physically 
possible to ensure their safety is paramount and minimise any unfortunate 
accidents/collisions that could occur from parking away from our home. I would begrudge 
parking on another street or half way down Chelmer grove thus risking any mishaps for 
the sake of having bollards on the bends or the yellow lines scaled back to 8/9metres to 
ensure my family can park outside our home. 
One option for my family would be to park both of our cars on the extended driveway 
leading to our private path (see attachment 2+3) which lies in between two patches of 
grass outside my house. My concern as yours should be, is that both ends of each car 
would be unfortunately extending onto the pathway. This could lead to pedestrians being 



forced to walk around the cars and into the road. This was originally the first complaint 
filed in previous years and contradicts both reason (ii) and (vi). 
The second issue is with yellow lines being used on Higher Lomax lane (reason V). Plenty 
of cars park on there, vehicles from                    . Again, using bollards on the bend rather 
than yellow lines would be more beneficial than an unnecessary extended 26metre yellow 
line. Cars parked opposite the junction of Cherwell have no impact on the bus pulling 
away from the bus stop on Higher Lomax nor pulling out of Cherwell Avenue in the 
opposite direction.  
 
Parking on street in Chelmer Grove comes at a premium in the area and I know that 
putting yellow lines directly outside No4 Chelmer and then northwards by 26 metres on 
Higher Lomax will force more cars on to an already cramped street. This will lead to:- 

 Poorer access for emergency services 

 Reduced visibility for pedestrians (reason vi) 

 Hamper accessibility on a weekly basis for Refuse Collection vehicles 

 A negative impact on current social benevolent understanding and goodwill of status 

quo 

 Rejected deliveries due to access implications (increased relevance due to covid-19) 

I acknowledge the Grove can become congested during the evenings as people return 
from work and park their vehicles; however, current arrangements do seem to work 
without ‘incident’. With the outlined proposed restriction for parking outside my house and 
on Higher Lomax, this will make parking very difficult for the future. I believe the social 
impact to my family, the local residents and visitors would be both profound and 
detrimental. The parking issue will effectively be ‘pushed’ into other areas of the grove that 
do not have the necessary spaces in lieu of the proposed restrictions. There has always 
been a social recognition of parking ‘order’ and agreed courteous nature in the unspoken 
arrangement between residents. The proposal would I believe be ‘anti-social’ not just to 
my household who would take the brunt of the yellow lines directly outside my home but 
also my neighbours and all potential visitors of all kinds that wish or need to come to area. 
It would undoubtedly cause social friction and tension as further pressure is put on a finite 
parking resource.  
 
Suggestions 
1. Install Bollards on the North-west corner junction of Chelmer Grove mirroring the 

bollards on the South-West corner which would ensure there is no chance of parking 

on the bend, which would improve vision for both pedestrians and drivers at the 

junction. 

2. Reduce the Length of the Yellow lines on the Northwest Corner of the Chelmer 

junction. Reducing the Length of the line entering the grove from 10 meters to 8 

meters would ensure nobody parks on the corner and also two cars can comfortably 

park outside 4 & 6 Chelmer Grove. (See attachment 3) 

3. Reduce the length of the Yellow lines extending northwards on the Chelmer bend by 

25% to ensure that cars have good visibility when pulling out of Chelmer Grove but 

also providing ample parking for local residents and visitors. 

4. Remove the Grass verges at the junction of Chelmer Grove and Higher Lomax Lane 

and provide up-to 4 parking spaces (possibly with the use of permits?) removing the 

need for on street parking at the junction/corner. This would improve visibility for both 

Vehicles and pedestrians. 

Conclusion 
Speaking to local neighbours they agree that parking on the bend needs to stop. They 
also agree that there is a need for a bus stop clear way. However, we all feel that bollards 



would be the easiest way to solve this issue. It has been successful on the southern bend 
of Chelmer Grove. It is also easier to govern as there is no need for traffic wardens 
patrolling the area. 
 
I Look forward to hearing the Councils response. My contact details are above. 
Yours sincerely, 
1234567890 

 

 

Objection 3 – as received 
 
From: 1234567890  
Sent: 05 March 2021 16:33 
Subject: Bus stop TRO REF NO H60/1333 
 
Hello 
I am a resident of Chelmer Grove where parking is extremely difficult. 
 
There is a bus stop which is not really used on the corner, I am objecting to this becoming 
a bus stop with lines painted in the road of approx. 26 metres, this would be of no benefit 
to the residents of Chelmer Grove and Higher Lomax Lane, no other bus stop on the 
Summit estate or Back o Moss has these lines painted at the bus stop, so feel we are 
being discriminated against. The bus does not even run in the evening or provides a 
sunday service. 
I have no objection to lines on the corner of the junction if visability is an issue but I do 
object to the bus stop lines of 26metres. 
There have been no accidents or near misses involving this junction. 
Once again I OBJECT TO THE 26METRE BUS STOP 
 
Many thanks 
1234567890 
 

 

Objection 4 – as received 
 
Re: Proposed No Waiting Restrictions Higher Lomax Lane, Heywood  
DWG NO. H60/1333 

Dated 01/03/2021 
 
To whom it may concern,  
I am writing to you about your proposal for the installation of double yellow lines on the 
North West side of Chelmer Grove at the junction with Higher Lomax Lane. After making 
contact with local neighbours I feel the need for ‘excess’ yellow lines unjustified. As stated 
in reason (vi) there have been no injuries nor collisions at the site in the past 3 years, 
speaking to residents this period could be extended indefinitely as we have residents for 
over 30 years and there has been nothing within this period. I do agree that parking at the 
bus stop needs to be stopped on Higher Lomax Lane, in conjunction with this I feel 
parking on the north-west corner bend of Chelmer Grove needs to be stopped too, 
however, rather than using yellow lines I feel the use of bollards would be more beneficial 
as it has been on the southern corner of Chelmer Grove (installed summer 2020).  
Firstly residents parking beyond the bend into Chelmer (outside No4) have no influence 
on the vision at the junction with Higher Lomax Lane as after the bend there is a driveway 
which prevents residents and visitor parking.  
The proposed 10 metre double yellow lines extends past my neighbours house where he 
and his partner park their cars, unfortunately their drive is not wide enough to host a car 
and currently they are unable to afford to convert their front garden into a drive. They have 



two children under the age of 5 years old (4 + 1) who require parking as close as 
physically possible to ensure their safety is paramount and minimise any unfortunate 
accidents/collisions that could occur from parking away from their home. This could result 
in them having to park in front or our house which would then cause problems for us and 
would in effect cause problems farther up the street if the yellow lines could be scaled 
back to 8/9metres to ensure my neighbours can park outside their home. 
One option for my neighbour would be to park both of their cars on the extended driveway 
leading to their private path which lies in between two patches of grass outside my house. 
My concern, as yours should be, would be that both ends of each car would be 
unfortunately extending onto the pathway. This could lead to pedestrians being forced to 
walk around the cars and into the road. This was originally the first complaint filled in 
previous years and contradicts both reason (ii) and (VI). 
The second issue is with yellow lines being used on Higher Lomax lane (reason V). Plenty 
of cars park on there, vehicles from 2, 4, and 6 Chelmer Grove, alongside No1 Cherwell 
and 93 &100 Higher Lomax. Again using bollards on the bend rather than yellow lines 
would be more beneficial than an unnecessary extended 26 metre yellow line. Cars 
parked opposite the junction of Cherwell have no impact on the bus pulling away from the 
bus stop on Higher Lomax nor pulling out of Cherwell Avenue in the opposite direction.  
Parking on street in Chelmer grove comes at a premium in the area and I know that 
putting yellow lines directly outside No4 Chelmer and then northwards by 26 metres on 
Higher Lomax will force more cars on to an already cramped street. This will lead to:- 

 Poorer access for emergency services 

 Reduced visibility for pedestrians (reason vi) 

 Hamper accessibility on a weekly basis for garbage trucks. 

 A Negative impact on current social benevolent understanding and goodwill of status 
quo 

 Rejected deliveries due to access implications (increased relevance due to covid-19) 
 
I acknowledge the Grove can become congested during the evenings as people return 
from work and park their vehicles; however, current arrangements do seem to work 
without ‘incident’. With the outlined proposed restriction for parking outside my neighbours 
house and on Higher Lomax, this will make parking very difficult for the future. I believe 
the social impact to my family; the local residents and visitors would be both profound and 
detrimental. The parking issue will effectively be ‘pushed’ into other areas of the grove that 
do not have the necessary spaces in lieu of the proposed restrictions. There has always 
been a social recognition of parking ‘order’ and agreed courteous nature in the unspoken 
arrangement between residents. The proposal would I believe be ‘anti-social’ not just to 
my neighbours household who would take the most brunt of the yellow lines directly 
outside their home but also myself and other neighbours and all potential visitors of all 
kinds that wish or need to come to the area. It would undoubtedly cause social friction and 
tension as further pressure is put on a finite parking resource. There have already been 
several parking related incidents when parking spaces have been limited, resulting in 
police intervention. To prevent my household being involved in these discrepancies I have 
paid to have our driveway opened up but one car still needs to be parked on the road as 
we are a 5 person household. I worry that the yellow lines would force my neighbours and 
any visitors to have to park further up the street, leading to an alteration of the status quo 
and making Chelmer Grove an unpleasant place to live.  
 
Suggestions 
1. Install Bollards on the North-west corner junction of Chelmer Grove mirroring the 

bollards on the South-West corner which would ensure there is zero chance of 
parking on the bend, which would improve vision for both pedestrians and drivers at 
the junction. 

2. Reduce the Length of the Yellow lines on the Northwest Corner of the Chelmer 
junction. Reducing the Length of the line entering the grove from 10 meters to 8 



meters would ensure nobody parks on the corner and also two cars can comfortably 
park outside 4 & 6 Chelmer Grove. (See attachment 3) 

3. Reduce the length of the Yellow lines extending northwards on the Chelmer bend by 
a 25% to ensure that cars have good visibility when pulling out of Chelmer Grove but 
also providing ample parking for local residents and visitors. 

4. Remove the Grass verges at the junction of Chelmer Grove and Higher Lomax Lane 
and provide up-to 4 parking spaces (possibly with the use of permits?) removing the 
need for on street parking at the junction/corner. This would improve visibility for both 
Vehicles and pedestrians. 

 
Conclusion 
 
Speaking to local neighbours they agree that parking on the bend needs to stop. They 
also agree that there is a need for a bus stop clear way. However we all feel that bollards 
would be the easiest way to solve this issue. It has been a success on the southern bend 
of Chelmer Grove. It is also easier to govern as there is no need for traffic wardens 
patrolling the area. 
 
I look forward to hearing the Councils response. My contact details are located above. 
 
Sincerely,  
1234567890 
 

 

Objection 5 – as received 
 
From: 1234567890  
Sent: 01 March 2021 14:24 
Subject: Bus stop on chelmer groove summit. 
 
TRO Ref. No. H60/1333 
 
Object please , understand the corners are dangerous for parking and I agree with that but 
the extra loss of parking for a bus stop that is never used will drive people to park on 
Chelmer which will lead to people parking on the pavement and make it dangerous for 
children playing  
 
Thanks 
 

 

Objection 6 – as received 
 
From: 1234567890 
Sent: 01 March 2021 13:06 
Subject: Objection H60/1333 
 
Good Morning. 
 
My name is  1234567890 and I live at  1234567890 and I would like to strongly object to 
H60/1333. 
 
Putting double yellow lines on the end of Chelmer grove, Higher Lomax lane and Cherwell 
is a ridiculous proposition and it is very unsafe. 
 



Parking in our area is tight as it is, something that you would have noticed if you’d of 
actually been to the site. Where are these cars going to park? Have you planned for a 
carpark for the people who’s house you are discriminating against?  
 
The extra cars will no doubt be forced onto Chelmer Grove a small street that children 
play on on a daily basis. The extra cars will put these playing children in danger. 
 
I would like a response as I believe your proposition is that ridiculous it needs justifying. 
 
Kind Regards 
 
1234567890 
 

 

Objection 7 – as received 
 
From: 1234567890 
Sent: 26 February 2021 16:47 
Subject: H60/1333 
 
Hello  
 
I would like to object to the above proposal of a 24hr bus stop and parking restrictions.  
 
1. The bus stop is hardly ever used !  
2. Most of the parking on the main road is the residents of Chelmer Grove who choose not 
to drive down chelmer Grove as many children play on the street .  
3. the road is wide and the parked cars cause no issue or obstruction to moving traffic on 
higher Lomax lane .  
4. there is grass areas 100yards either side of the proposed bus stop where the bus stop 
could be placed.  
5. there has never been an incident involving motor vehicles or walkers caused by people 
parking there .  
6. the extra traffic that this will cause on Chelmer grove will increase the risk of a accident 
involving children and motor vehicles.  
7. The bus does not run 24 hours or 7 days so i see no reason for the restrictions to be 
24/7 .  
 
Kind regards  
 
1234567890 
  

 

Objection 8 – as received 
 
From: 1234567890  
Sent: 26 February 2021 13:27 
Subject: Proposed Prohibition at Higher Lomax Lane 
 
Dear Sir or Madam, 
 
I am writing to you regarding the proposed Prohibition of Waiting and Bus Stop Clearway 
in the Higher Lomax Lane area of Heywood.  
 
I object to this proposed prohibition. I live in 1234567890,and the double yellow lines 
would be directly outside my front door where myself and my family park. We do not have 



room to park anywhere else outside of our home. This would be a major inconvenience for 
ourselves and for our neighbours who also park in this area. My family has lived in this 
house since it was first built, starting with my Grandma, and we have never had any 
issues with parking in this area, or injuries or accidents occuring at this site. I also witness 
the 461 bus turning around the corner down Cherwell Avenue several times a day without 
issue, therefore I do not agree with your statement that parking here is "adversely 
affecting the positioning of turning buses at the junction with Cherwell Avenue". 
 
There have been no accidents or injury collisions in this area, as stated by yourselves on 
your "Statement of Reasons". There is, therefore, no serious reason why this 
inconvenience should be caused to residents of the Chelmer Grove, Cherwell Avenue, 
and Higher Lomax Lane area.  
 
Myself, my family, and my neighbours therefore ask you to reconsider this decision, as we 
believe it would have greater impact on our day to day lives than the current parking 
situation does.  
 
Thank you for your time and consideration.  
 
1234567890 
 

 
 


